iO 


» TVVi moti weVDi te Vee ' Rumer vreeqe this 


st 


- 





a 








~ 





The one great rule 

of composition is to 

speak the truth. 
—Thoreau 
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and Officials 


riticize Files 
Shivers and Shepperd 
Say Fraud Not Shown 


AUSTIN 

Governor Allan Shivers 
and Attorney General John 
Ben Shepperd have rested 
their defense of their per- 
formance of duties on the 
Veterans’ Land Board on the 
statement that the records of 
themselves do not reveal any 
fraud. 


Shivers told the House commit- 
tee that at the first few meetings of 
the Board he attended in 1949, he 
reviewed the law, inquired about 
employees, administrative details, 
and appraisals, and checked forms 
used. But the chairman, Bascom 





—Staff Photo 

GOVERNOR SHIVERS and Attorney General Shepperd sat to- 
gether before they testified last week in the Capitol on the veterans’ 
land scandal. 





By RONNIE DUGGER 
Editor, The Texas Observer 
AUSTIN 
| 


The Texas Hospital Board | 


|has been getting a strange 
|and wondrous runaround in 
|the State’s purchase of 6,672 
| dresses for its mental pa- 
| tients. 
| Board spokesmen have de- 
clared that Karoll, Inc., the 
|Chicago jobber who holds the 
'dress contract, failed to meet 
|the State’s quality specifica- 
tions and defaulted on the de- 
| livery date. 

An independent testing agency at 
Texas State College for Women in 
Denton studied 24 of the Karoll 


dresses and told the Hospital Board 
|that their characteristics included 


prreeragee stitching, exposure of raw | 


cloth edges at the seams, puckering, 


The 6,672 D 


Agencies Differ Over Quality; 


unmatched threads 
age in seams, a lov 
per inch, and irregular 
Time and again 
Board of Control ha 
defense of Karoll 
Miller, the matriarct 


of Control's platoor 

agents, told The Texa 
“The Board of Cont 

dresses met specif 


should have been a 
Upon inquiry fron 
| Board, the Attorne) 
ruled that the agency 
using merchandis¢ 
of Control, has the a 
ject it as failing to mes 
specifications 
The Hospital Board 
|it would accept ths 
6,672 dresses that wer 
Jan. 19—seven week 
|delivery date first scl 
the price was lowered fr 
$2.20 a.dress. It decide 





THE POLITICAL HUCKSTERS—III 





By BILL BRAMMER 
Associate Editor 
The Texas Observer 
(Third of a series) 
AUSTIN 

One night last summer in 
San Antonio the bright young 
pitchmen for Ralph Yarbor- 
ough’s gubernatorial cam- 
paign gathered near Alamo 
Plaza and proclaimed their 
collective delight with each 
other. 

They toasted Yarborough, 
his campaign, and_ them- 
selves for a wonderfully sat- 
isfying rally just concluded 
in front of the Alamo, the 


cradle of Texas liberty, as 
politicians like to put it. A grand 





Giles, had authority “to handle the 
details,” Shivers said. 

“We as a Board, of course, had | 
a right to review them (acts of 
the Board) as we desired,” Shivers | 
said. But “the files would not re-| 
veal irregularities,” he said. “To | 


wrong, a Board member himself | 
would have to go look at the “8 


| Sore anything else or if it is} 


talk to the veterans, and talk to 
the people selling the land,” he| 
said. 


“It is of course most regrettable 
(Continued on Page 4) 


was fine; they had a Mexican band, 
and there was even a batch of con- 
vention-like stick-signs designating 
the South and Central Texas count- 
ies represented. 

Senator Kilmer Corbin rendered 
an inspiring speech, and then Yar- 
borough, himself, breathed a bit of 
fire. Everything came off on sched- 
ule, and it was all there for the 
folks to see on statewide television. 
Socko, the promotion men _ con- 
cluded. Entertaining, inspiring. 
Good show 


crowd had showed up; the weather | 


‘We’re Not Cut 


But about the same time Yarbor- 
ough people were patting them- 
selves on the back for a profitable 
evening’s work, their statewide 
television pitch—about $8,000 worth 
—had been largely forgotten by the 





Immediately following the Yarbor- 
ough telecast, another 30-minute 
show had begun—this one paid by 
“friends of Allan Shivers.” The 
Governor wasn’t on it, but the 
home folks watched all the same. 
The controversial “Port Arthur 
Story’—a high class soap opera 
documentary of the months-long 
strike of a handful of CIO workers 
in that city—made the Yarborough 
show look like a musical comedy. 

It opened with a dim street 
scene of Port Arthur, deserted, 
stark and ugly. “This is Port Ar- 





once played on these streets ...” 
It looked like a city under seige. 
| There were other shots of dark and 
shabby corners, interviews with 
merchants, and shots of burly 
pickets. The impression was that 
this once-happy and _ prosperous 
town was the victim of left-wing 
gangsters. The CIO backed the 
strike; the CIO backed Ralph Yar- 
borough; viz., This may be the 
scene in all Texas cities if Yar- 
borough is the next governor. 
oe 

Some time ago this reporter 

asked a friend, the narrator of the 


political pedestrians in the parlor. | 


thur,” the narrator said. “Children | 


hroats’ 


now-famous Port 
what time the film shot 


of those dark and ds 
Arthur streets. 
“Five am.,” he ret 


frankly. ‘““We had a hex 

trying to get them, It 

| daylight, and we were! 
}a while whether they wv 
turn out okay.” 

The narrator, who 
television director for Sy 
'and Winn, an Austin p 
itions and advertising 
imitted that he didn’t kr 
| about politics; that he 
|/up with it, and that he 
| doing his job. He inquire 
,ing as to what kind 
lclient at the time was 
| Shivers, anyway?” he 
|a conservative?” 


f 


* 
Political naivete, ho 
|what Texas public rel 
|are most noted for. Tt 
| sharp and sophisticated 
ally, many of them 
or radio men, who've 
|the rough-and-tumble 
| politics in their younger 
| finally found the winni: 
|} tion. “We're a 
zation,” an agency 
| the other day. “Most 
are conservative, I’m 
and we don’t go off h 
many of these libera 
(Continued on f 
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How Constitutionali 


By MARIE HALPENNY 
Written for The Texas Observer 
(Third of a series) 

SAN ANTONIO 

It was not long before the view- 
point of the national officials of the 
Constitution Party began to be re- 
flected in the activities of San An- 
tonio and Houston members. 

During 1952 and 1953, San An- 
onio Constitutionalists found many 
fields in need of their cultivation. 
Mrs. J. H. (Myrtle) Hance gathered 
together a group of women, includ- 
ing Constitution Party stand-bys, 
and got to work on her list of 
“tainted books.” Helping Mrs. 
Hance with her project were Mrs. 
U. E. Marney, Mrs. W. E. Nolan, 
Mrs. S. J. Perkins, Mrs. Emma 
Shackelford, Mrs. Bryce E. Durbin, 
whose husband is assistant na- 


tional chairman of the Constitution 
Party; and Mrs. 





Leo A. Oliver, 


whose husband ran unsuccessfully 
on the 1954 Constitution Party 
ticket for the post of Bexar County 
Court at Law No. 2. 

Mrs. Hance also focused her at- 
tention on the school library of 
Thomas Jefferson High School, San 


Antonio’s largest high school. She 
pounced upon such books as a 
copy of Chaucer’s Canterbury 
Tales and the complete Shake- 
speare. The texts had been illus- 
trated by Rockwell Kent. Mrs. 


Hance pointed out, and were both 
on her list of books to be stamped. 


T. Guy Rogers, Jefferson high 
school principal since Jefferson 
opened in 1932, refused Mrs. 


Hance’s requests to brand these and 
similar books in the school library. 
* 

In the spring of 1953, Mrs. Amy 
Freeman Lee, well known artist, 


| tions in New York and take part in 


sts Tried 


San Antonian, was. scheduled to 
speak to the International Rela- 
tions Club of Jefferson High. Mrs. 
Lee also works in close cooperation 
with American Friends (Quakers) 
and has been responsible for help- 
ing bring their American Friends 
Service Committee discussion 
meetings to San Antonio each year. 

Mrs. Lee was contacted by Olcutt 
Sanders, at that time the Execu- 
tive Secretary of the Southwest 
Region of the American Friends. 
Sanders told Mrs. Lee that the 
Quakers had a scholarship open for 
a high school student to join with 
other students, also under Quaker 
sponsorship, to visit the United Na- 


a study group. 

Constitutionalist Hance visited 
Rogers and protested Mrs. Lee be- 
ing allowed to speak to the stu- 


We will serve no 
group or party but 
will hew hard to the 
truth as we find it 
and the right as we 
see it. 





NO. 3 





resses 


Patients in Rags 


iresses delivered after Jan. 19 
1iot meeting specifications 
<aroll’s failed to send the Hos- 
Board shipping instructions 
the Board asked for them 
Chicago jobber re- 
to accept the merchandise 
was sent to him by freight 


then the 


understood that Kar- 
planning to ask the Legisla- 
r permission to sue the 


feanwhile, some of the State’s 
patients are in rags, and 
eliable report indicates that 


vomen patients at Rusk State 
1 have no dresses at all. 
Board of Control is sitting on 
emergency dress requisition 
the Hospital Board. 
after the Attorney 
neral ruled that the Hospital 
ard could reject merchandise, 
B. Rogers, the Senator 
m Travis, rammed an emer- 
bill through the Senate giv- 
g the Board of Control “sole 
power” to decide on such rejections 
‘for every State agency” on con- 
acts and purchases “of any kind 
r character.” 
A fight is shaping up on the 
House floor over the bill, although 
pased the Senate 28-0 May 9 
State Affairs heard it Monday night 
1 the House. 


few days 


ency 


* 


Miss Miller showed this reporter 
the bulky file on the case of the 
6,672 dresses one day last week and 
said that, while the Board mem- 
pers wanted it then, the reporter 
could study it the next day. When 
he returned to see it, she told him: 

“Well, a part of it’s downstairs, 
and the Board members have some 
of it, and I don’t believe you could 
make much sense out of what's 
here.” Asked when the file—which 
is a public record—could be exam- 

1ed, she said: “I don’t know.” 

The Texas Observer has obtained 
a full record of the case from other 
sources. 

Asked about the status of the 
case, Miss Miller said it was in 
‘stature quo.” “Like the Negro 
preacher told a member of his con- 
gregation after his sermon,” Miss 
Miller said, “ ‘stature quo’ means 
it’s in a helluva shape.” 

Of the threatened suit and the 
lash between the two agencies, 
Miss Miller said “it’s the first time 
ve haven’t been able to work out 

ngs amicably.” 

Two members of the Board of 
n had a hurried conference 
r the matter Thursday 
+ 
The dresses in question are made 
(Continued on Page 4) 


+ 


— 
trol 





To Close A School 


accusations about Mr 
cal beliefs. Rogers 
Hance if she would 
sign an affidavit cont 
accusations, and 
jumped to her feet, R 
and shook her finger 
She said to him: 
“We're tired of 
around by you 
I’m going to report y 
O. Bell.” 
(Bell is the 
sentative who has aut! 
loyalty oath 
fully sought passage 
hibiting public scho 
textbooks or literat 
seek to discredit or r 
American form of 
way of life, or whic! 
by persons with Comn 
versive connections 


a+ +h 
at t 


sch 


San 


bills 








critic, and lecturer and a_ native 


dents. Her protest took the form of 


and are so identified 


rinting and labeling (a large red 
stamp) 

Unaware of the accusations made 
against her, Mrs. Lee made her talk 
» the International Relations Club 
and then went on to tell about the 
American Friends scholarship Al- 
ert Leong, who was a senior honor 
tudent and took part in many Jef- 
ferson activities, was elected by the 


tudent members of the club to 
take the trip. 
Leong’s parents gave their ap- 


roval of the trip, so Albert went 
permission from Rogers 
refused, saying that al- 
ugh he personally knew little 
it the Quakers, he had heard 
questionable things about 
and the school would need 
authoritative clearance on the 
group before he could give his per- 


get 


Rogers 


some 


inem, 


(Continued on Page 4) 





Let those flatter who fear, it is not an American art. 


One Whore ulting 


Our state legislators have now passed a bill which re- 
quires workers to strike before they can be recognized as a 
union and which then permits an election that can be held 
among strike-breakers on whether the strikers should get 
their jobs back. 

Senator Parkhouse’s B. 45 is undoubtedly the most | 
heinous abuse of the working people of Texas ever perpe- | 
trated in the name of the public interest. 

Under this bill, as passed last week by the House, workers 
cannot strike unless they represent a majority of the work- | 
ers at the establishment affected. 

They cannot prove they represent a majority of the work- | 
ers until they strixe and a court suit ensues. Then the trial | 
judge may conduct the election. 

And who votes in that election? Naturally (in Texas), 
the strikers will have been fired. Then they will not be per- | 
mitted to vote. The people who took their jobs will vote to} 
decide if the original strikers wanted a union. 

Not only will this not prevent “another Port Arthur,” but | 
as Governor Shivers and the other labor-baiting hypocrites | 
sponsoring this bill well know, it will require its exact dupli- | 
cation all over Texas. It was precisely what this bill makes | 
necessary—a strike before the election to decide the ques- | 
tion of worker majority—that critics of the Port Arthur | 
strikers emphasized. 

Rep. Joe Burkett of Kerrville even went so far as to say 
that this is as it should be. Just signing a card is too easy, 
Burkett said; a man should have to go on strike before he 
is allowed to join a union. 

The House turned down, 67-66, the election provision of | 
the Taft-Hartley act. They refused by voice vote to include | 
the right to bargain collectively along with “the right to} 
work.” They behaved as though they suffered from total 
amnesia that Texas voters voted for Franklin 
four times. 

They refused any concession to the fact that craft unions 
involve only portions of the workers at many establish- 
ments. If the law is enforced, craft workers will be seri- 
ously handicapped in organization efforts, and artisans 
will find it literally impossible to organize if they number 
less than half the workers at the establishment. Reps 
Wade Spilman and Scott Sayers conceded this was discrim- 
ination against the AFL, but neither would accept any 
proposal to remedy it. 

Many lawyers believe that it is unconstitutional to deny 
to a minority the right you grant a majority. Labor leaders 
will fight S.B. 45, and it will probably be held to be uncon- 
stitutional and discriminatory. Historically viewed, there- 
fore, the law’s main effect will be to galvanize working 
people in greater efforts toward organization and more 
effective political opposition to the legislators who do not 
seem to realize that the social philosophy of America in- 
cludes a fair and healthy labor-management partnership. 


A SJouching Friendship 


The other night, about fifty folks gathered in the cav- 
ernous Court of Criminal Appeals chamber in the Capitol 
to hear ouah Guvenuh and the chief law enforcement offi- 
cer of Texas, Mr. Shepperd, relate how “alleged irregulari- 
ties” and “so-called frauds” occurred under their noses on 
the Veterans’ Land Board. The best moment came when 
the two made the mistake of sitting beside each other and 
an Observer photographer, backed up by two others, 
snapped a picture of them. Their subtle consternation was 
hilarious. A few moments later Mr. Shivers said on the 
stand, rather pointedly, that he was sure he would have 
done something about letters complaining of irregularities 
(such as Mr. Shepperd received, he might as well have 
added) ; and Mr. Shepperd said—rather loudly, we thought 
—that after all, the Melado group deal was disapproved 
“in Governor Shivers’s office” in 1953. 

The friendship between the two great statesmen is touch- 
ing to behold, and we mark it a rare privilege to print 
elsewhere this week their beaming countenances juxta- 
posed. 
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‘Let’s Just Put ’em Down the Disposall’ 





TEXAS AT LARGE 





Mayor-To-Be Favors Bawds and Bingo! 


Galveston Island is going to have;could say they had studied the 
its sin and talk quite frankly | whole field of taxation before pass- 
about it, too, according to new|ing a bill. 


Mayor-elect George Roy Clough. 
He says he’s going to let gambling 
and prostitution run wide open in 
Galveston. 


A couple of the newsmen got to 
thinking about another amendment, 
Senator William Shireman’s state 
income tax suggestion, which got 
only one vote in the House several 
weeks ago. 

“It might not be so bad,” one of 
them said. “Two and a half per cent 
of what I pay in federal taxes 
would run about $15 or $20 a year. 
The tax would raise around $40 
million. That would solve a lot of 
problems. We could abolish all 

“Many wealthy people come here | sales taxes. 
for the express purpose of having | The bulk of the $40 million would 
fun.” he said ... “And we want to | come from corporate income. 
keep the tourists coming here. I ‘i Governor Alfan Shivers, 
think we can have gambling and} \i-ocracking with reporters before 
prostitution and still have a clean |}. appeared at the hearing of the 
town.” One of Clough’s first moves House committee investigating the 
will be to reopen Post Office Street, | land scandals, was asked if he was 
the brothel district, and “get those | oing to get a tax bill out of the 
prostitutes out of the downtown Legislature. “I'll get one,” he said 
hotels. “I could really write them a good 

He said he was going to call a|one,” he added. 
meeting of all gambling men, in-| 
cluding the Maceo Syndicate chiefs | 
to set up a system of “self govern- | lic relations 


Clough, in a way a reformer, won 
last week in the mayoralty race 
over incumbent Herbert Cart- 
wright. Clough indicated that he 
had no plans to clean up the isle, 
but he took a new tack as Galves- 
ton officials go by admitting bawdy 
houses and gambling hells do flour- 
ish there. 





. The Fort Worth-Dallas pub- 
firm of Witherspoon 


ment.” Clough campaigned against | 2nd json yy — : a 
misuse of public funds. | ork City office to better service 
|}its Texas accounts. The scuttlebutt 


What if the Rangers who came to/jn Dallas is that Price Daniel has 
town attempted to close the wide|contacted the agency about the 
open city? possibility of handling a statewide 

“That's none of my affair,” said nel in 1956. 

Clough. os Apparently Rep. Tom Cheat- 

Capitol newsmen were talk-|ham’s resolution commending Ken- 
ing about the nine amendments to | neth Towery for winning the Pu- 
Administration’s tax bill, now | litzer Prize by uncovering the vet- 
being studied in committee, intro-|erans’ land scandal isn’t going to 
duced by Senator Carlos Ashley | be passed. It was sent to State Af- 
last week. They decided it was|fairs by acting Speaker , Pearce 
done mostly for show—just so they | Johnson and Parliamentarian Read 


the 





Granbery on grounds it set “state 
policy” and convicted principals 
before courts had done so. Now 
Cheatham says that he doubts he 
will get a hearing on it. 


... Resentment over. the Kitchen 
Conference between Butler and 
Shivers is so strong among Texas 
liberals, some political leaders have 
adviser Butler his June tour of 
Texas would be unwise. Butler was 
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booed lightly at the Kefauver din- Oc 
ner in Houston. ' a 
San 


The name of the late Maury Mav- 
erick, Sr., drew better applause in 
both cities than Senator Lyndon 
Johnson's. Daniel got very little ap- 
plause when mentioned in San An- 
tonio. 


Ralph Yarborough, gubernatorial 
candidate in 1952 and 1954, intro- 
duced most of the guests, throwing 
in the observation that there were 


too many Democrats for the head 
table, a_ situation different from 
that two years ago, when there 


were too many tables for the Dem- 
ocrats. 


Commissioner of Agriculture 
John White, introducing Kefauver, 
said “We’re gonna get rid of the 
iffy and the maybe Democrats in 
Texas.” He said that if Kefauver 
would do a little investigating in 
Texas, “the population of some 
neighboring states would immedi- 
ately increase by a sizeable num- 
ber of some of our most dignified 
citizens.” 

Told he had six minutes to use up 
before Kefauver’s TV speech began, 
White quipped: “Six minutes! Why 
we can win or lose an election in 
that time—or better still I know 
some people who can steal one.” 
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THE TRANQUILITY OF DEAD SILENCE 





AUSTIN 

Students at the University 
of Texas set up the Great Is- 
sues committee five or six 
years ago to bring in chal- 
lenging speakers on challeng- 
ing subjects. The plan was 
students would sub- 
scribe a certain sum, and the 
proceeds would be used to 
finance the speaker’s pro- 
gram. 

Three years ago, the students 
decided they wanted to hear Elea- 
nor Roosevelt. They invited her, 
and she consented to come. A date 
Was set, a contract signed. 

The announcement was carried 
in the Daily Texan. 

Out in Midland, Regent and 
banker Tom Sealy picked up that 
issue of the Texan. “Ah-haah!” he 
‘must have muttered. “Those damn 





radicals at it again, eh?” He wasted 
no time, picked up the phone and 
told President Logan Wilson that 
it was no soap, Mrs. Roosevelt was 
too liberal. 
Wilson, 
the campus 


known convivially on 

as the Great Stone 
Face, called in a few students on 
the Great Issues committee. He 
told them about the telephone call 
and, as one of them later related, 
he said in effect, it’s Mrs. Roose- 
velt or me. 

If you want to make a fight of it, 
he said, it'll probably cost me my 
job (presumably because he would 
have sided with the students). 

I could poll each Regent, he said, 
but—well, you know what the re- 
sult would be. 

The students hesitated. 

Then they caved in. 

To the chairman of the Great Is- 
sues committee fell the humiliating 
task of writing Mrs. Roosevelt can- 
celling the invitation and the con- 





King Allan Gives Lordly Nod 
To Butler After Kitchen Talk 


NEW WAVERLY 
Dragging the honor of the Na- 
tional Democratic Committee at his 


chariot wheels, our Governor 
checked back into the “ramparts 
of Texas,” speaking kindly of Na- 


tional Chairman Butler, thus: 

“I think Mr. Butler is making a 
fine and strong chairman. He says 
his interest is in unity and not 
unanimity. If there is not room in 
the Democratic Party for disagree- 
ment, it will cease to be a party.” 

A lordly statement indeed. We 
are to understand that if there is 
not enough room the party will dis- 
integrate. 

It has not worked that way. 
There wasn’t room in 1952 for Mr. 
Shivers to swing a dead cat within 
the party: he suffered from claus- 
trophobia so violently that he 
stepped outside the party and voted 
for the Republiacn nominee for the 
Presidency and had himself listed 
as a Republican on the _ state 
ticket. But the Party, the good old 
Democratic Party, the oldest or- 
ganization in the world except the 
Christian Church, did not go to 
pieces when it lost Shivers. 

And moreover he knows it. Else 
why all this frantic publicity? The 


‘ reporter who wrote the story for 


the Houston Post says that the 
‘conference’ between Shivers and 
Butler took place in a small kitchen 
“full of dirty ... dishes.” How ap- 
propriate! To complete the picture 
there should also have been some 
tubs of dirty linen, and perhaps on 
the wall a framed quotation from 
Macbeth ... guess which one? 
This is probably as good a time 
as any for me to express my fer- 
vent admiration for the intestinal 
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San Antonio. Tom Reagan, police- 
man who was suspended for state- 
ment as Texas head of a white 
Supremacy group, filed suit for re- 
instatement and back pay on the 
grounds that his dismissal abridged 
his free speech. He said he believes 
in equal opportunities and equal 
protection of the law for Negroes. 

Washington. Sen. Lyndon John- 
son said he has asked Congress to 
appropriate $578,000 to the Recla- 
mation Bureau for studies by the 
U. T. Bureau of Business Research 
on water’ availabilities and needs 
for Texas rivers running into the 
Gulf. 

San Antonio. Terms of five of the 
San Antonio Library Board mem- 
bers who have favored screening 


Brew books for their political bias 


expired last week. It may mark the 
end of the “book-burning” furore 
there. 

Fort Worth, The Texas Medical 
Association in convention here 
voted to permit Negro doctors to 
become members. 

Washington. Speaker Sam Ray- 
burn charges the GOP with trying 
to down-rate the civil service rat- 
ings of ten regional Federal Home 


» Administration supervisors in 
_ Texas, speculates they must be try- 
_ ing to force them to resign to make 


room for Republicans. 





Mitchell. 
the 


stamina of one Steve 
“Like a tree planted beside 
waters, he will not be moved.” 


And there are others. 
—MFC 
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Interpretive 











|tract. He labored for a long time 
over that letter. When I asked him 
what he said, he couldn’t bring 
himself to repeat it. 


The Texan knew about it and 
suppressed it. 
* 
Shortly after this incident, the 


Regents, secure in the silence that 
greeted their conduct in the Elea- 
nor Roosevelt incident, moved in 
on Great Issues and set up a new 
procedure for selecting speakers. 


the student members may suggest 
speakers. All the suggestions are 
put on a master list which goes to 
the Regents for approval. A pres- 
ent member of the committee ex- 
plained: 

“The Regents usually cut out a 
lot of speakers for various reasons, 
and then we invite people from 
what’s left.” 

What various reasons? 


“Well, the biggest 


ures,’ they don’t want us to bring 
down controversial figures.” 

A year ago, the students sug- 
gested J. Robert Oppenheimer, the 
great atomic physicist who has per- 
haps the most sensitive moral con- 
cern of any living scientist about 
the terrible implications of nu- 
clear science for humanity. Nobody 
can doubt that Oppenheimer is 
controversial. Ergo, the Regents 
struck him off the students’ list. 

If the Texan of a year ago said 
anything about it, I didn’t see it. 

Two weeks ago, the Great Issues 
committee had another meeting 
The Regents had returned the 
speakers’ list. Missing: the name of 
Adlai Stevenson. National net- 
works discount Stevenson’s parti- 
sanship sufficiently to give him 
free network time to discuss Far 
Eastern policy. The Regents of the 
University of Texas think him too 








As the committee is now set up, | 


| Zreat issues. 


<j. T. Regents Veto Mrs. FDR, Stevenson as Speakers 


partisan and controversia 
cuss “American Dollars 

or Power?” on what pur; 
a free campus. 

A member of the comr 
this one figured out: 

“Well, you see,” he 
Regents were appointed 
Governor, and Shivers i 
enson; so if Stevenson < 
here, he’d be wined and 
the conservatives in 
ture, and that might 
Shivers’ reputation.” 

The Regents also goverr 
jects which can _ be 
This 
right if they confined the 


'to what makes an is 


| 


reductions | 5¢ gebatability left in 
come because of ‘controversial fig- | 








stead, they set 
controversiality—excluc 
the issues that are 

ing. They vetoed the 
tion on this ground. Tt 
ject cannot be controver 
| just in case there migt 


up a 


the speakers cannot be 
sial, 

Great Issues 
dents for students. It is 
program. But at critical j 
has been prostituted 
gents for what was cal 


was set 


post- Rainey era, 
When free and open dis‘ 
debate become politi 


trolled and guided, the 
tranquility left is dead 

The University of 
never be a first-class 
until its Regents and 
will defend free speech 
controversy as the basic 
of an intelligent and 
community. 

“Ye Shall Know the 
the Truth Shall Make 
leers down upon the Ma 
ery of the small men 
claim its grandeur 








No Smear Artists 
To the Editor: 

I have enjoyed the first install- 
ment of your series on public rela- 
tions men in Texas politics, but I 
find two points with which to take 
exception. 

By your two paragraphs on Paul 
Cain, you leave your reader with 
the impression that the Cain Or- 
ganization is seriously challenging 
the old pros (and some of the 
young ones) in the technique of 
winning elections. Your evaluation 
seems slightly erroneous in view of 
the fact that Mr. Cain’s anti-Beard 
forces were soundly defeated in the 
two elections held to date—one to 
abolish the old district, the second 
in electing members of the board 
in the newly re-created district. 


Your other error is one of com- | 


mission, rather than _ implication. 
You write that the pro-Beard fac- 
tion hired a PR man of their own. 
This statement is completely false, 
as is the thought that pro-Beard 
statements were cleared through 
anyone. You are correct, however, 
in saying your reporter had to go 
directly to the teachers to get their 
story. The regular teachers and the 
Irving Citizens Committee spoke 
for themselves at all times, and not 
through the medium of paid smear 
artists. 
A. T. JOHNSTON, JR. 
(Chairman, Irving 
Citizens Committee) 


(The reporter recalls being asked 
to clear any statements from cer- 
tain pro-Beard leaders through a 
person who was introduced to the 
reporter as a public relations man. 
—Ed.) 

¥* 


The Derby Story 


To the Editor: 

Congratulations on the Kentucky 
Derby story. That one story alone 
is well worth the price of the year’s 
subscription ... 

KAY MILLER 
Dallas 


Ample Proof 
To the Editor: 


If the Democratic National Com- 
mittee, through the voice of Chair- 
man Paul Butler, is going to con- 
tinue collaborating with a traitor 
like Allan Shivers, then our party 
will continue to be divided, for the 
true Democrats of Texas are not 
going to swallow his hypocrisy. 
Mr. Butler has» had ample proof 
that Shivers is not a Democrat but 
is definitely a proponent of Repub- 
lican ideology .... 

M. M. JOHNSON 
Dallas 


* 


Report from La Marque 
To the Editor: 

. Things are still quiet on the 
(Galveston) Mainland. I drove by 
one of the big casinos last night 
and it was dark—the one in the 
cedar grove on Dickinson Bayou. 
If they can be weakened enough to 
where they can’t pay as they go, 
decency again will take control in|} 


our county ... 
(The Rev. ) 





HARRY BURCH | 
La Marque 
¥ 


City Slicker 
To the Editor: 

Under The Stump of your May 
2 issue, a correspondent wonders if 
Allan Shivers “will support the 
ticket” if and when he himself is 
on the ticket as a vice-presidential 
candidate. 

I doubt that he will ... 
one else on the ticket is avowedly 
going to steal something from the 
| State of Texas. 





QUANAH PRICE 
Frankston 


| P.S. By the way, can it be than no 
| old-time woodsman like the writer 
{has gotten around to 
that sawyers don’t slant their cross- 
cuts uphill when cuttin’ down a 
tree? Your artist no doubt is a city 
man. (See cartoon, “Forest Con- 
servation,” Jan. 17 issue.—Ed.) 


if some-, 


mentioning | 








| ter 





Yl 


tay 


No Matter 
To the Editor: 

.... SO many people 
of scandal in our governr 
many good honest peop! 
will never clean up 
say we will, we must 
matter where the chips n 

May God bless and g 
Gov. Allan Shivers and 
Eisenhower, in your effort 
ing good government 

MRS. DAISY 


* 


Of Corsi 
To the Editor: 


You know, our 
security system appear 
Leod—without a silver 


present 


GRAD ICE 





FRANKLY SPEAKING 





REAL RAZZAMATAZ 





Left-wing Rag 
Takes A Poll 


AUSTIN 


There is an unwritten law in the 
lishing world that if ever a new 
enture can stand on its trembly 
bed press and sustain itself for 
few issues, it’s in business—or at 
t you play like it’s in business— 

i you take yourself a readership 


a high-sounding phrase, this 
eadership poll, and the whole 
orbid business was_ probably 

rted by newsmagazines, which 
hardly pun and paraphrase 
way over 12 months without 
with some delight that you, 
reader, are a splendid 
real razzamataz. 


sar average 
ecimen, the 
We here on the Observer would- 
want to go against the prevail- 

g fashion. We are a simple, con- 
ervative folk, fond of cornbread, 
eans and the status quo. If there’s 
nything we don’t want to do, it’s 
ck the publishing world back on 
heels by not taking a readership 
So okay, we got ourselves a 


The first thing that impressed us 
as the great diversity of our 
readers. And make no mistake, we 
dn’t go into this thing half- 
cked. We spared no expense; we 
talked to ten readers at least. Our 
mclusion is that the Observer has 
) avera%e reader. 
I mean how are you going to 
an “average” among a rice 
farmer, a student, a professor, a 
awyer, a cedar chopper, several 
iccessful candidates for public 
several unsuccessful candi- 
for public office, and two 
usewives? 
The two housewives are an in- 
ting exception. They average 
t very nicely: Both are in their 
nid-twenties and vitally interested 
affairs of the state. They are ex- 
tremely communicative. They have 
een to college. 
They ‘(my wife and Dugger's 
think the paper stinks, at 
ast on occasion. They want us to 
ut out this foolishness and come 
and help get them dishes 


trike 


{fice, 


stec 
Les 


wife) 


qaone 

Our readership, politically, also 
suggests diversity, if not complete 
and utter chaos. We have among 
our readers, if our fan mail is ac- 
curate, white supremists, ADAers, 
and a woman who wants God to 
bless and guide Governor Shivers 
and President Eisenhower. 

We have been called (during a 
recent seizure of political activity 
just outside Dallas) the ‘most left- 
wing, radical newspaper in Texas.” 

Just how our little weekly 
shapes up professionally, we're not 
sure. We do hear a lot of nice 
talk. Ralph Yarborough once ad- 
vised our readers never to destroy 
a copy of The Texas Observer. We 
wouldn’t want to go that far. We 
would, nonetheless, beseech you not 
to use us to wrap your garbage in 
We're not big enough for that, any- 
way 


—BB 





Did Paul C paneciety Slap Adlai? 


Time must pass sal 
cal fallout from the kitcl n 
of Paul and Allan 
may be fully evaluate 
seems certain: Paul and t 
cratic Party came out 
Allan is on his 
kitchen kiss can do r 
delay his exit. His 
land scandals will 
;up with him. The remar 
is that Paul could be 
such a sucker despit« 
of warnings he rece 
W. McKelvey first 
the red-eyed liberals 
all, President E ha 
waltzed McCarthy ff not 
front and center. 
The reference cal 
allel to mind. The day 
kissed Allan, our 
reported in the press as s that 
Gov. Stevenson had dons thi 
(horrible shortcoming!) t make 


Gove vas 


Ouah Governuh change his mind 
about him, and that he would not 
support him as a presidential can- 
didate. Do we have a national 
chairman who does less homework 
than the president, and who failed 
to read this item in the papers? 
Or did Paul consciously slap the 
titular head of the party by fawn- 
ing on the man who so needlessly 
pronounced his opposition to him 
in advance? 

The practical answer for the lib- 
eral Democrats to avoid giving 
Texas Bao Dais of Foggy Bot- 
tom the chance of turning the 
party over to its arch traitor. They 
should organize on a local and re- 


is 


tne 


gional basis, and keep their cam- 
paign funds at home. They should 
spend their money and efforts to 


capture the May convention, and by 
so doing, relieve the national con- 
vention of the task of doing a collar 
and trouser-seat job on traitors. 
FRANKLIN JONES 
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‘(Continued from Page 1) 
that certain people saw in the 
a situation they could take advant- 
age of for their own gainful pur- 
pose,” the Governor said. “But that 
is not new.” he said. There is al- 
ways “a certain segment of man- 
kind” that will take advantage of a 
good program, he said 

On delegation of 
Giles, Shivers said: 

“You have to 
someone and you 
someone to do what 
quires.” 

Shepperd said that 45 block land 
deals involving $3,785,000 “may be 
considered fraudulent.” (State Au- 
ditor C. H. Cavness has said that 
$10 million may be involved.) “The 
records of themselves do not re- 
veal any fraud,” Shepperd said 

The Melado Land and Cattle 
Company deal in Hidalgo County 
was turned down in Shivers’s of- 
fice July 7 or 8, 1953, because he 
and Shivers were “violently 


law 


from 
trust 


re- 


have 
have 
the 


help 
to 
law 


authority to| 


op- | 


over Giles and 


the 


;}turned to 


to Laurence C. Jackson board 


executive secretary, Shepperd said 
| “Do you know how it was han- 
| dled?” Miss Duff asked. “No, I do 
|not.” Shepperd replied. “And that 
}was in 1953?" Miss Duff asked 
“Yes,” said Shepperd 

Shepperd further explained his 


|visit to the Minnesota farm of 
| Bascom Giles several years ago. He 
said he flew to Jacksonville, IIL, 
to help dedicate Mrs. Tucker's 
|mayonaise plant and then flew to 
| Detroit Lakes, Mich., where his 
|family had been two days. Giles’s 
farm is near Detroit Lakes. 

“On the third day, Mr. and Mrs 
|Giles came down,” Shepperd re- 
|called. “I don’t know whether he 
|knew that I was going to be there 
jor not. It would have been possible 
| that we discussed we were going to 
| Stay there. They asked us to come 
|} by the farm the next morning. We 
| were there an hour and a half.” 


Shepperd said he had no recol- 


anotner | 








The Board of Control and ‘Specifications’ 





1) 
of Indianhead material. They cume 
|in three styles and various colors. 
Nahas, a manufacturer, first of- 
fered the dresses in June, 1954 
| Karoll’s lost out on this bid because 
lits samples were held not to have 
met specifications. Nahas satisfac- 
torily filled an order for about 1,000 
|of the Indianhead dresses. 
However, on a second Indianhead 
| order in September, Karoll’s under- 
| bid Nahas. Karoll’s did not submit 
|dress samples but agreed verbally 
\to deliver 6,672 dresses which 
| would meet specifications. A deliv- 
|ery date of five or six weeks from 
| Oct. 21 was written on the face of 
|the contract. 
| On October 20, Mrs. Anna Pil- 
| low, one of the buyers of the Board 
lof Control, stated that Karoll 
agreed to post an $18,000 perform- 
ance bond to cover the dresses if 


;they did not meet specifications. 
| 


(Continued from Page 





|perd “told us he was not in favor 


posed” to it, Shepperd said. This | jection of a meeting with two of the |Of a block deal” but would “see 


was a $2 million veterans’ land deal 
involving a large number of vet- 
erans. The reason given the pro- 
moters at the time was that the 
land in question did not have any 
water rights. 

Rep. Virginia Duff of the House 
committee asked Shepperd if he or 
his department got letters explain- 


ing irregularities before the probes | 


started. Shepperd said yes, one in 
1953 and another in 1954. One was 


|promoters of the Mitchell Lake 
| land deal in Robertson County. The 
|promoters testified they conferred 
with Shepperd and asked him if 
he could get the appraisal raised 





|Shepperd said he would take their | 


|word that he met them and told 
|them “I was against any block 
deals,” as he reconstructed it. Con- 
sultation of the earlier Senate rec- 
|ord reveals that one of the men, 
|'Albert York of Victoria, said Shep- 


|what I can do.” Another, Chessley 
| Batey, said he told them “he was 





;}not in favor of block deals” but 
| “it’s the law and I'll go along.” 

| The appraisal in the deal was 
raised from $64 thousand to $87 


thousand July 9, 1953, nine or ten 
| days after they saw Shepperd. 

The deal was closed at $99 thou- 
|sand late in October without a re- 
| cording of a further increase in the 
appraisal. 





Such a bond has not been posted 
Specifications were further 
spelled out to Karoll’s on Nov. 4, 


and the deadline of Dec. 1 was re- 
iterated. But on Dec. 2, Karoll’s 
sent three of their Kansas City 


manufacturer’s samples to the Hos- 
pital Board, asking for comment on 
them. By telephone a new dead- 
line of Dec. 8 was set. On Dec. 7, 
Karoll’s wrote the Hospital Board 
saying that they would complete 
their work by Dec. 31. As of Dec. 
31, the Mexia warehouse of the hos- 


pital system had received 936 
dresses against the total order of 
6,672. By Jan. 19, only 2,030 of the 


dresses had been received. 

On Jan. 12, Miss Miller and Mrs. 
Pillow agreed that the Nahas dress 
samples were superior to the Kar- 
oll dresses, it is understood. 


A fruitless staff meeting was held 
Jan. 20 at which members of the 
Hospital Board staff said Karoll 
had defaulted on the due delivery 
date and had not met specifications. 
Walter Bell, executive director of 
the Board of Control, said more 
dresses would have to be examined 
before a decision could be reached. 


Dr. James Bethea, head of the 
Hospital Board, wrote Bell Jan. 27 
stating that the 2.030 dresses deliv- 
ered Jan. 19 were not equal to the 
sample dresses; requesting a down- 
ward adjustment in price; and 
warning that the balance of the or- 
der would be returned to Karoll’s 
if the dresses sent did not equal 





Even the 


(Continued from Page 1) 

Mrs. Lee called the Federal Dis- 
trict Attorney and was assured that 
the Quakers had full clearance with 
the government and they would 
contact Rogers and so advise him, 
which they did. 

After the clearance was given, 
Rogers requested Mrs. Lee to come 
to his office. He disclosed to her 
Mrs. Hance’s accusations. He volun- 
teered he would make an affidavit 
about it, and this affidavit is now 


Quakers 


| physicist and research specialist for 
|the Humble Oil and Refining Co.., 
; was also to be a Constitution Party 
}elector; and Mrs. Isabel Thayer, 
another Houston Minute Woman 
| who was to appear as an elector for 
| the Constitution Party, too. 
By the end of July, 1953, Ebey 
| was no longer with the Houston 
| public schools. The decisive blow 
jin the campaign against him was 
|struck by another Constitution 
| Party elector, attorney John P. 


Were Suspect 


handle personnel problems. 
campaign had been a big success. 
* 

A month later in San Antonio, 
j}the Northside High Schoo] district, 
which serves much of the suburban 
|area in northwest San Antonio, be- 
gan to feel the brunt of Constitu- 
|tionalist intervention in school af- 
| fairs. 
| It took the form of an attack 
| against the school district and its 
|trustees because of a tax equaliza- 


in the hands of Mrs. Lee’s attorney | Rogge On May 11, 1953, Rogge, act- | tion program. Tax equalization had 


_ 
Houston Constitutionalists were 
at work, too. 


|ing as spokesman for groups whose 
| identity he refused to reveal, filed 


charges with the Houston school 


| been started in the district in order 
| to remedy inequities in existing tax 
valuations, Some large estates and 


On August 18, 1952, Dr. Geo. W.| board attacking Ebey’s reputation | other improved property were then 


Ebey, newly-selected deputy super- 
intendent of the Houston public 
schools, faced a critica] audience. 
One of three women severely 
criticizing the Houston School 
Board concerning Ebey’s appoint- 
ment was Mrs. Andre Drouin. Mrs. 
Drouin’s husband, a salesman, was 
shortly to appear as a Constitution 
Party elector. Attending the meet- 
ing with the Drouins were Mrs. J 
S. Watts. first founder of the 
Houston chapter of the Minute 
Women, whose husband, a geo- 


and loyalty. Another salvo in the 
campaign was an $800 ad attacking 


Ebey, which was placed in a Hous- | 


|ton newspaper and signed with 
Rogge’s name. 

| A 348-page report submitted by 
|}the General Research Co., a group 
of ex-F.B.I. investigators hired by 
| the School Board, showed Ebey to 
|be what he claimed—a_ sincere, 
loyal, patriotic citizen and veteran. 
| Ebey was fired, however, by a 
|four-three vote on the surprising 
| grounds that he was not suited to 


| still listed on the tax rolls as un- 
| smpeowell farm land. 

Logan, Constitution Party 
founder whose home is in the 
Northside school district, became 
one of the leaders of a group called 
the Northside Property Owners 
Protective Association, formed to 
|protest the equalization of taxes. 
|Constitutionalist Philip Eubank, 
who does not live in the school dis- 
trict, was hired to investigate the 
| schoo] district by Walter E. Duffey, 
|chairman of the association. 





The | 





(Duffey, retired oil man, is step- 
father of Caroline Abney, Marshall, 
Texas, housewife who has been a 
leader in the fight against paying 
social security deductions to the 
government for domestic help.) 

The association held a meeting at 
the Northside high school on Aug- 
ust 7, 1953, with other citizens in 
the school community invited to 
attend. Duffey presided, with Eu- 
bank acting as chief speaker. Dis- 
cussion and questions from the 
floor were forbidden. Refusing to 
entertain questions, Duffey 
snapped: “We're paying for this 
meeting and we'll run it as we 
wish.” 

The school district trustees re- 
fused to halt the tax equalization 
program, and a suit was brought 
against the district asking for an 
election on whether or not to close 
the high school, which serves 482 
students, and dissolve the school 
district. It has been turned down 
by the County Court, the District 
Court, and the Court of Civil] Ap- 
peals. At present it is waiting to be 
heard by the Supreme Court of | 
Texas. 


(To be concluded) 


the samples as specified. Bell wrotfy 


back Feb. 1 that various sampiés 
moved back and forth between 
Karoll’s and the Hospital Board, 


and the last samples were approved 
Dec. 10. Bethea wrote Bell Feb. 17 
that the Karoll dresses were being 
forwarded to T.S.C.W. at Denton 
for testing. 

The testing was conducted by the 
Textile Research Laboratories, Col- 
lege of Household Arts and Sci- 
ences, T.S.C.W., and was signed by 


Dr. Pauline Beery Mack, Ph.D., 
Sc.D., dean of the college. It is 
dated Feb. 26, 1955. 


The tests were run on 24 dresses 
from Karoll’s and the three sam- 
ples Nahas first offered. (These 
Nahas samples were in the posses- 
sion of the Karoll company 45 days 
for their study. Specifications, for 
the Karol] contract were written 
around the Nahas samples. Miss 
Miller said last week the test was 
based on a dress sample “not in- 


cluded in the bid or award ie 


cations.”) 

Among the faults the laboratory 
reported about the Karoll dresses 
were underarm $s stitching that 
“would not withstand wear and 
laundering satisfactorily”; uneven 
stitching; exposure of raw cloth 
edges at the seams; failure to cut 
the parts of the garment with the 
grain of the fabric; puckering; fail- 
ure to put hems in the garments in 
a way to permit proper ironing: 
failure of the thread to match; a 
thread-per-inch average ‘“‘as low as 
seven” where specifications called 
for ten; breakage of thread in some 
seams; and “lack of uniformity of 
the garments presumably of one 
size.” The fabric and dye were 
found to be satisfactory. 

These results precipitated a 
meeting in March at Mexia among 
representatives of Karoll’s, the 
Board of Control, and the Hospital 
Board. No decision was reached be- 
cause the Board of Control was not 
willing to reach one. Miss Miller 
obtained some of Karoll’s dresses 
and the three Nahas samples to 
show the members of the Board of 
Control. 

Finally, on March 4, the Hospital 
Board wrote a letter to Miss Miller 
Saying they would accept 2,200 
dresses if the price was reduced to 
$2.20 each. The letter pointed out 
the dresses had been intended for 
the December requirements of the 
patients, and more dresses would 
have to be ordered. 

The Hospital Board wired Kar- 
oll’s asking for shipping instruc- 
tions for the return of al] the deliv- 
ered dresses. (By Reb. 18, 6,531 of 
the 6,672 dresses had been deliv- 
ered.) Karoll did not do so, so the 


| dresses were sent to the Chicago 


address of the firm. Karoll has re- 
fused to accept them, and presum- 


'ably they will be returned to the 
| Hospital Board. 





HIGH CLASS SOAP OPERA SOLD’ PORT ARTHUR STORY 


(Continued from Page 1) 

The all-important clients (most 
of them conservative) are the rea- 
son in many instances for a PR 
agency getting into politics. Most of 
the firms are unable to operate by 
drifting from one campaign to an- 
other. They’ve got to have those 
regular clients over the long haul— 
but those clients have their favor- 
ite candidates, too. 

Syers, Pickle and Winn, for in- 
stance, hasn’t got much of a choice 
when it comes to politics. Located 
in Austin, it has no big industry or 
company accounts, so the bulk of 
its ad-work is regional and local. 
On the public relations side, the 
Austin location is something of a 


windfall. 
Just about everybody these days 
—butchers, bakers, candlestick 


makers, and doctors—is organized 
into a state association, and if you 
are going to have a strong voice in 
government, a good lobby, you’ve 
got to be located in the state capi- 
tal. 

The Syers, Pickle and Winn firm 
has a number of statewide associa- 
tions listed among its clients. These 
include two of the most powerful— 
the Texas Medical Association and 
the State Bar—and others such as 
the Petroleum Marketers Associa- 
tion, Texas Sheep and Goat Raisers 
Association, the optometrists, and a 


| group 


called the Public Informa- 
tion Committee for State Hospitals 
and Special Schools. 

“We enter into politics reluc- 
tantly,” Jake Pickle said. “With us, 
politics is last on the totem pole. It 
can ruin you. You make enemies. 
If you win, you're great. If you 
lose, you goofed, you're a bum.” 

All the same, Syers, Pickle and 
Winn have some illustrious politi- 
cal clients. They have Lyndon 
Johnson on a fairly permanent 
basis. They helped Shivers in 1950 
and handled his runoff campaign 
last year. They also have Few 
Brewster, the Texas Supreme Court 
justice, and Homer Thornberry, a 
congressman from Austin. 

Most of the PR clients, however, 
like to see the agency they retain 
support their “kind” of political 
candidate. And there’s little doubt 
how the Texas Medica] Association 
and the State Bar feel about candi- 
dates. 

Syers, Pickle and Winn would 
probably have preferred to stay out 
of last summer’s race (Pickle is a 
good friend of Ralph Yarborough), 
but the clients preferred that they 
get in. In the fist primary they 
did mostly telephone, mail and or- 
ganizing work for Shivers. They 
were asked to take over the full 
campaign in the second primary, 
and they took it, for a flat fee. 





Syers, Pickle and Winn is one of 
the few native Texan firms which 
can offer a “full” PR and ad ser- 
vice. They have a top commercial 
artist in Windy Winn (‘he has a 
staff of three), a television and ra- 
dio department, an advertising 
copy writing department, and a PR 
component of Pickle, Ed Syers, the 
president, and Ed Potter, who han- 
dles most of the legislative contact 
work. 

The agency, four days after the 
second primary got underway, had 
already turned out almost all its 
work for radio, TV, newspaper ads, 
organizational instructions, hand- 
bills, and direct mail. The Port Ar- 
thur Story was a little something 
hit upon after the first surge of 
activity. 

“A bunch of us were talking it 
over one night,” an agency spokes- 
man said, “trying to figure a way 
to dramatize the Port Arthur angle. 
We knew it was a good issue. We 
finally decided on the document- 
ary.” 

The Port Arthur documentary, 
incidentally, was reminiscent of the 
“Tidelands Story” documentary in 
the 1952 Texas for Ike campaign. 
Some dour critics have claimed 
unkindly that a California firm did 
this and the TV films of the Gulf 
waters were actually the Pacific 
Ocean. 








Port Arthur was a natural for 
the glandular pitch—for fiddling 
with the fears and anxieties of the 
citizens. Here was the leftist dan- 
ger of union boss rule—there was 
even the suspicion of a Commun- 
ist union—and it was worked to 
the fullest. There were handbills, 
truth teams, speakers on TV and 
radio. Many think the idea came 
from Phil Fox, the old pro from 
Dallas's Watson Associates, but 
Syers, Pickle and Winn claim 
credit for the mechanics. “We’re a 
working organization,” said Pickle. 

The Yarborough campaign fared 
not so well in this respect. The 
Yarborough people had their truth 
teams—there was a group of sena- 
tors who filled a schedule of speak- 
ing engagements throughout the 
state, for instance. But they were 
merely railing against Shivers, 
against “boss rule” and corruption 
in high places. This didn’t rattle the 
emotions like Port Arthur. 

The Governor got Port Arthur in 
a package deal from Syers, Pickle 
and Winn, and it paid off big. 

* 

“We're not cut throats,” Pickle 
told me. “We're not propagandists 
or fixers.” 

“Public relations,” Ed Syers once 
said, “is simply telling your side of 
the story.” 





They would probably rather like 


it that way, at least, but when y 
are nudged into a political job, per- 
haps you've got to do everything 
you can to win for the sake of 
client prestige. Most likely they’d 
prefer to keep on telling the story 
of the oil marketers and doctors 
and lawyers and optometrists and 
take some pride in it. 

They like to claim some credit, 
for instance, for the Medical Asso- 
ciation accepting Negroes into the 
organization recently. They also 
did a good job of lobbying for more 
funds for state hospitals during the 
current legislative session. 

Texas is a long way off from the 
swank offices of the Madison Ave- 
nue hucksters in New York, but 
the Texas promotion men still talk 
in the mysterious ad-man vernacu- 
lar. In Dallas, Houston or Austi 
you can hear things like “let’s get 
out of the brush and hit the road,” 
or “let’s put our heads together, 
think it through, roll it around, and 
go forward from there,” or “ad- 
vertising-wise that store is consti- 
pated—it needs a good purgative.” 

It’s fun, you see, and you get the 
feeling that somehow they’d all be 
much happier if they could con- 
centrate on selling Rin-Tin-Tin and 
corn flakes to the people instead of 
politicians. The latter gets kind of 
rough sometimes. 

(To be Concluded) 
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TOWN BY THE RIVER—Ii 





They Liked the Old One 


By WILFRED C. BAILEY 
Assistant Professor of 
University of Texas 
(Second of a series) 


Anthropology 


(This is the story of the relo- 
cation of the people of Zapata, 
Texas, on the Rio Grande 
when creation of Falcon Reser- 
voir inundated their townsite.) 
The solution of two basic 

relocation problems slowed 
down the movement of the 
people of Zapata. It became 
impossible to plan a model 
town designed according to 
modern ideas of city plan- 
ning. For example, long 
blocks would reduce the num- 
ber of cross streets and ac-) 


companying hazards. How- | 


ever, people with corner lots 
in the old town demanded 
corner lots in the new town. 
In old Zapata property was valued 
and located according to its dis- 
tance from the court house and | 
relationship to the highways. In 
addition, owners of stores wanted 
the surrounding 


tain their old customers. This ob- 
stacle was overcome 
concentric circles around the 
courthouse and dividing the town 


into segments like a pie. Lots were | 


assigned in corresponding segments 
of the new town. 
The new town is almost a mirror 


image of the old town. The major | 


difference is the addition of large 
tracts of parkland which spreads 
the town over a much larger area. 
Some people have objected to this 
scattered condition. All attempts to 
agree on some kind of zoning failed 
and there is no contro] over type 


of construction. This has hampered | 


attempts to obtain government- 
supported housing loans. 

The government agreed to re-| 
place and even expand the public | 
facilities. The privately - owned | 
water system was replaced by a 
town-owned system. A modern 
sewage disposal system was built. 
This was missing in the old town. 
The court house was replaced by a 
$150,000 building. The school build- | 
ings are being replaced by both an | 
elementary school and a 
school. 

The planning of the new facili- 
ties is still a center of controversy. 
The Zapata County schools were 
grossly inadequate and substand- | 
ard. The new schools were to be 
equal to those found in communi- 
ties of the same size elsewhere in 
the state. Because of the condition 
of the old schools, the government | 
has not been willing to build what | 
the people demanded. 

A $272,000 elementary school was 
completed in time for the 1954-55 
school year. It stands empty while | 
the children attend classes in old | 
barracks. The county school board | 
has refused to accept the new) 
building because it is unfurnished. | 
The disagreement is over the def- | 
inition of “adequate facilities.” The | 
government has taken the view | § 
that this was limited to the physi- |! 
cal structure, while the county has 
interpreted it as including equip- 
ment necessary to operate the 
buildings. As a result, the new 
school and the court house stand 
empty. Construction on the high 
schoo] has not yet begun. 

The second major problem con- 
cerned the acquisition of the land 
within the proposed reservoir. 
Since very little Zapata County 
land had been exchanged in the 
open market, there were no estab- 
lished market values. It was neces- 
sary to use appraisers to set up 
fictional market values. The great- 
est complaint that the people have 
made is over the appraised value 
in relationship to the cost of re- 
placement at a new location. 

An independent contractor told 
the author that the valuations on 
the houses were on the average 
probably not more than 10 percent 
low. The difficulty came because 
there were very few modern 
houses. A tremendous gap existed 
between the fair value on a house 
without modern conveniences and 
the cost of a modern home of the 
same’ size. The price differential 
was aggravated when some of the 
contractors overcharged. 








neighborhoods | 
moved intact so that they could re- | 


by drawing | 


high | | 


Agricultural land was_ priced 
well below replacement cost. The 
| People lost respect for the system 
| of appraisal. Antagonism developed 
when references were made to 
adobe construction. Actually, al- 
most no adobe was used. Stone was 
the most common material. Then 
again, the Catholic Church (build- 
ing) was referred to as obsolete. 

The land titles are based on the 
original porciones. Much of the 
transfer of land has been inform- 
ally within the family. Titles are 
difficult to clear. The burden of 
proof of title was left to the owner, 
who, in many cases, has little un- 
derstanding of the legal technicali- 
ties. As a result most of the own- 
ers had not been paid for their 
| Property by the deadline for evacu- 
| ation. 

A number of factors have con- 
{tributed to the slowness and diffi- 
/culties in achieving satisfactory 
| solutions to these major problems. 

Factionalism has made it almost 
| impossible to develop a_ unified 
|front. The county is in the midst 

of a bitter political struggle. Lo- 
'cally it is referred to as the fight 
to unseat the Old Party. The chal- 
lenge is being made by a loosely 
organized group known at various 
'times as the Chamber of Commerce 
Party, the Veterans Party, the New 
|Party, and in the November, 1954, 
election the slate of officers ran 
under the Republican Party label. 

When the Boundary Commission 
held public meetings, they some- 
times found the Old Party support- 
ers gathered in one place and the 
New Party in another. 

Lack of a dynamic leadership in- 
creased the difficulties in planning. 
The present day leadership pattern 
in Zapata County is the survival of 
the old patron-peon system. The 
qualities of leadership were few in 
number but distinctive. The patron 
was usually the oldest male mem- 





|ber of the most important family | 
and had a following bound to him | 


on a personalistic basis, and he dis- 
'pensed council, advice, and pro- 
| vided assistance. 

;committees or initiated new pro- 
grams. His influence was more in| 
iIterms of directing community | 


|sanction or disapproval of what al-| 


ready existed. This type of leader- | 
| ship functions best in a static situa- | 
tion and does not provide the plan- | 
ning and organization needed to | 
meet a changing situation. | 

The old patron is almost a thing 
of the past. Only two or three men 
in the county are still referred to | 
by the title of Don. The landed pa- ' 
tron has been replaced by the po- 
litical patron. A part of the present , 
factionalism in Zapata politics is a | 
|revolt of younger men against the 
| paternalistic contro] of the old sys- } 
tem. 

Further, the person in a leader- | 
ship position finds it necessary to 
be in close co-operation with the 
dominating Anglo group. He is us- 
ually better educated and ina 
stronger financial position than the 
majority of the people. This imme- 
diately makes him suspect of hav- 
|ing sold out to the “Anglos” at the 
expense of his own people in order | 
to better his own position. This | 
condition is not limited to Zapata, | 
and investigators have found this | 
to be generally true throughout | 
the Spanish southwest. 

The people have a present time | 
or even a past time orientation. | 

} 


That is, activities are valued ac- 
cording to the present conditions | 
and according to tradition. This is | 
sometimes summed up in the word 
manana. Manana is usually trans- | 
lated as “tomorrow.” Actually | 
manana is today. It is not the idea | 
of putting off until tomorrow the | 
things that don’t need to be done 
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| solve pending problems. Thus peo- 


| advantage of the present. This con- 


As a leader, he seldom organized | 





today, but it is doing only what is 
necessary to live today. This atti- 
tude is not limited to Latin-Ameri- 
can populations. It has been found 


that lower classes in other parts A Senate subcom: 
of the United States show an un-|in a House-passed el 
willingness to assume leadership| have drawn a tenta 


criticism from the Lé 
cluding the House and 
sors, liberals, and 
conservatives 


indifference toward 
immediately within 


roles and an 
matters not 
their grasp. 
A present time orientation limits 
the ability to swing into action to Even some Suprs 
tices are said to be 
ple stayed in Falcon and Lopeno| of the provisions 
after the deadline and did not move 
until flooded out in September, 
1953. Only then did the residents of 
the town of Zapata begin to move. 
The same scene was repeated dur- 


Principal charg: 
as it now stands 
vides for the “Dixiecra 
split state convent 
years and “a slush f 


ing the flood that rolled down the} ctat. Democratic I 
| Rio Grande in June and July, 1954.| mittee. 
,Residents of Piedras Negras and ne os 


Laredo had several days of warn- 
ing but did not move until the 
water reached them. 

The stereotyped answer in Za- 
pata to questions about future 
plans was, “We will wait and see 
what happens.” This expression of 
unhurried patience leaves little 
place for planning in the frame- 
work of life of the people. 


los Ashley and Abral 
are members of tl 
which overhauled the 
and passed by Rep 
Jr., in the House 
Senator Crawford 


one of the most powe 
tives voicing oppositior 


The orientation of the patron|in the Senate, Senator 
;does not greatly differ. Rather Moore, said he w 
than looking to the future, he takes shelve the measure 

chance to look it 


what the subcommittes 
One section of the 

new amendment 

that primary expen 

by fees charge d 

dates for a state 

would be 2%. per 


trasts with the future time orienta- 
tion and planning for the future 
observed in a_ developing Anglo 
community in the Texas Panhandle 
(a reference to a study the author 
made in 1952.—Ed.) 

(To be concluded) 
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A vitally important message 


Election Code Bill 
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president pro-tem of the 
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each year he will be in office i 
elected. In other words, a candi 
date for Supreme Court justice 


with a six year term would have tq 
pay a filing fee of 15 percent of a 
year’s salary. The candidate fon 
Governor, with the two-year term 
would pay five per cent of the an 
ticipated first year’s salary. 

Liberals and conservatives aliké 
charge that this would provide for 
unregulated—and unallocated 


an 


‘slush fund” for the State Demo 
cratic Executive Committee cur 
rently controlled by Governor 
Shivers. 


Another amendment provides for 
only one state convention during a 
presidential election year instead 
of two. It allows for a “split” con 
vention, whereby delegates ca 
meet before the national conven 
tion, recess and go to the nationa 
meeting, then return and decide 
what to do about the national part 
nominees. 

Liberals charge that this 
permit a faction to capture onl 
one convention—whereas in thd 
past they have had to control twqd 
separate conventions with two sep 
arate fights. Except in 1952, liber 
als have captured the second con 
vention in recent years. 

Another amendment sure tq 
draw fire from many members i 
the House is the moving up of the 
election dates—the primary fro 
July to May and the runoffs fro 


would 


for | August to June 





all |CT Group stockholders 


YOU ARE ENTITLED TO PARTICIPATE IN THE NEW 





STOCKHOLDER PROFIT 


SHARING PLAN 


After many months of hard work and careful study, The ICT Life 
Insurance Company is ready to announce an exclusive personal bene- 
fit plan for ICT Group stockholders only! 











Called “Stockholder Profit Sharing All who participate in the Stockholder 
Plan”, and available only to ICT Group Profit " Shating Plan create profit for 
stockholders, this plan offers: themselves in two ways: 
1. INCOME-PRODUCING 1. FROM CASH DIVIDENDS PAID ON 
INVESTMENT UNITS OF THE PLAN 
2. AS STOCKHOLDERS IN ICT IN- 
2. SAVINGS BANK SECURITY SURANCE COMPANY OR ICT DIS- 
- - COUNT CORPORATION, YOU 
ICT LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY. 











If you are an ICT Group stockholder 


soon be calling on you to fully explain your 


you how to exercise them. For your ov 


Representatives an opportunity to point 
the Plan offers. 


Many of you may want to have the P 

a Home Office Representative has the 
Below is a coupon to be filled out and 
complete facts on the Plan as soon as pi 


REMEMBER, STOCKHOLDER PROFIT 


SHARING PLAN IS FOR ICT 
ie 


STOCKHOLDERS ONLY! 


icT 





COMPANY 
ICT Building, Dallas 


Home Office Representatives will 


rights under the Plan and show 
benefit and profit, give these 
it the many exclusive advantages 


explained in detail to you before 
ince to contact you personally. 
ailed if you would like to have 


wentiemen: 


| understand the Stockholder Profit Sharing Plan offers 
me as an ICT Group stockholder many exclusive, unpre- 
cedented benefits. | want to be among the first ICT 
stockholders to hear all about the Plan and receive my 
Allotment Certificate. So, please have a Home Office 
Representative call on me as soon as possible. 


Name 





Address 





City State 








The All- Austin 
Nursery School 


By GRADY PRICE 
Woritter The Ts ) TIN 


AUS 


is desegrega- 


One of the gravest national problems today 
tion in public schools of the South. Predictions of danger if 








Negroes and whites are put together have come fast and 
loud from Southern politicians 
But a group of Austin pa s aa wee 
have been experimenting ith ir : mies hed ay gots ay z F 
terracial relations for ne . 
years now, and the epercussions | ~ , 
have been negligib These pa 
ents are members of the A Aus ting 
tin Nursery School, an interracial |! ' » Sens “ 
organizatior nd officers, with David Met 
The experiment grew I Y ir ¢ ng as animalilhaial 
older organization of mothers The jing committee's job was 
had shared baby-sitting t t eas Trouble arose in finding 
They met to hear speakers a ,s which would meet tl 
problems of child care From this specifications for a nursery schoo 
experience and study incubated th nd which would not be located 
idea of a nursery school not re- an ar here position might 
stricted by race or creed. The arise 
ganizers felt their children should Late in 1952. the committee lo- 
have a nursery school experience | cated a building at 801%: E. 13th 
St. It was a dance hall which had 
Page 6 May 16, 1955 been turned into a dormitory with 


| several small rooms. It stood near 
the edge of the section of Austin 
where Negroes live. 


THE TEXAS OBSERVER 





The only drawback stemmed 

The from the amount of work that 
would be needed to change the} 

|dorm into a nursery school. The| 


that followed proved 


;the cooperative ature A the enter- 
Mind | 


‘Partitions had to 


tour-de-force 


Os 
m= | 
v7 

- 

D 


were in bad 


taken 


floors shape 


out and 





be 








Ye 


QUALIFIED TEACHERS hold forth during story hour. Negro and 








FRUIT JUICE, GRAHAM CRACKERS, served 
up as a midday snack for youngsters at the nurs- 


new ones put in, making larger 
rooms. Fences had to be erected 
around the school yard to prevent 
small children from 
into nearby streets 
painted and patched up. The work 
required seemed enormous, but the 
parents and outsider volunteers in- 


terested 


in the experiment pitched 


white children listen and play. 

















By DON SNELL Isolation is another reason for 

AUSTIN the breakdown in communication 

In explanation The artist feels alienated fron 
Art is not an end in itself. Man | the society because of its failure to 
as creative man simply uses the | understand him and his work. The 
arts as another means of communi-| society viewing this retreat on the 
cation. It is because of his des to|part of the artist thinks him dif- 
communicate through the media of | ferent and not of their group. Un- 
the word, dance, painting, musi jerstanding hasn't a fighting 
that we call a man an artist. Wher hance. The truth is the ‘tiet is 
this communication breaks down as, not different and the society is 
it has today we should try to re-! capable »f understanding. The 
evaluate our past and present atti- | Gothic Period stands as a monu- 

tudes for a better understanding of | ment and an example for this 

one of man’s more noble traits—the When art lost its patronage fron 
creative effort special or private groups — the 
Several reasons can be listed for|church-ruling families and roya 
this breakdown, some historical irt—coupled with the first dawn- 
while others are symptoms of the/|ing of the industrial revolution, the | 
present culture. One is fear of artist found himself, umbilical cord | 


den of | 


in hand, cast out of the Gar 


criticism. 

In a day of cynicism when all | Eder 
things can be reduced to an ab- St another reason is repressed 
surdity with a “timely slur,” in a| sentimentality. Although this is not 

th f i 


day when man is torn between be- true in « 


lieving in Christianity, capitalism. | form and color, it is true of sub-| 
or science, he chooses to say noth-| ject matter. The subject or situa- 
ing for fear of being archaic tion becon r f being “desig 
enough to believe in anything out-| wis I this lern approach, | 
side himself. The result: he tries/ the artist takes his subject snd set 
very hard with little success to be- | about to reorganize it. This is in 
lieve in himself. The artist at this} evitable, but when the feeling f 
faces isolation. Because of|the design overrides the feeling |1 


point 
the lack of unity on our cultural | for the subje« | 
front, the artist like so many mem-| ilized any possible communication 
bers of the society is robbed of a Form and color can be senti-| 

; ei | mentalized without feelings of indi- 


t. the artist has ster- 


experience 


| understanding 


AN ARTIST'S EXPLANATION 


vidual guilt, loss of dignity. or so- 
cial disapproval. The prevalence of 


edgeless flowing forms and en- 
riched color dominate the avant 
garde art It shows’ sentiment 


being maudlin 
Another reason is 

compulsive drive 

unique and original 


without 
the almost 
be different, 
It has not only 
widen the breach be- 
artist and society but 
the artists them- 


to 


to 
the 
between 


helped 
tween 
also 
selves 
Competition tends block or 
restrict further communication. In 
the attempt to be different, many 


to 


|| startling effects have been achieved 


and for a localized advantage, but 
it seldom has an extended longev- 
ity. The artist can scream “Boo!” 
only so loud 

The last of many reasons be 
stated for the breakdown the 
feeling on the part of the audience 
that they must transform an art 
into words or drag up 
ymething from their past exper- 
ence to qualify and thus give it 


to 


1S 


meaning 


This is a grave mistake. For the 

given purpose of seeking a better 

we words, but 

should we mistake the word 

for the experience itself. Words are 
merely copies of an experience. 

A society in good balance utilizes 
and integrates the art and artist. 


use 


ever 


wandering | 
Walls had to be | 


jin. Everyone knew that most of the 
| work would have to be voluntary, 
| because funds were limited and 
material had to be bought. 
During the ensuing months, 
could find someone at nearly 
hour, hammering, sawing, 
floors, constructing 
equipment, partitions, 


you 
any 
planing 
play - ground 

practically 


really professional job.” 

The group got what it 
a nursery It opened 
March, 1953 


school 


; were 


wanted— } 


ery. School is both a cooperative, founded and 
operated by parents, and interracial. 


But the members found they 
still not out of trouble. Ma- 
terials had sent them into debt 
The lender did not press repay- 
ment, however, and this year the 
group paid off its note through 
projects and donations of friends. 

The nursery cannot pay for itself 
through low tuition, and it 


its re- 





rebuilding the nursery from the/ceives no direct subsidy. Its nature 
ground up. |forces it to rely on private dona- 

W. E. Jefferson, current presi-| tions. Reasons for a present finan- 
dent of the school, says, “The result | cial shortage are the school’s schol- 
|of voluntary building turned out to | arship program for pupils who need 
be what you might expect. Some|it, its employment of two trained 
people came and tore up more than teachers, and a small student to 
they built, but others turned in ajteacher ratio. All other similar 


schools in Austin are subsidized by 


schools and churches. 
The All Austin Nursery School 
(Continued on Page 7) 
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Bigness, the Man Says, 
Isn't For Sure Bestness 


JACK SUMMERFIELD 
AUSTIN 
In Texas, even more than in the 
rest of the country, we are sup- 
posed to believe that bigness means 


By 


importance, power, and _  conse- 
quence. 

In Texas broadcasting, as in 
Texas oil and cattle, we have the 
most, which is supposed to mean, 
also, the best. 

It depends, of course, on your 


view of what is good or bad about 
a radio or television program. Some 
of us believe anything which is 
produced by a national broadcast- 
ing network is bound to be better 
than that turned out by a 
station. This is supposed to be true 
partly because a network, which is 
just a group of stations with one or 
more production centers, is able to 
spend more money on a given pro- 
gram than a single station can af- 
ford. 


Others believe that anything 
which originates in New York or 


Hollywood is bound to be suspect, 
if not downright wicked, because 
“everything in those places 
big, so busy, and so bad.” 

As is often the case, the truth of 


is so 


the matter probably lies some- 
where between these opposing 
views. There are low-budget pro- 
grams, both local and _ national, 
which are successful in every re- 
spect. 


There are exorbitantly expensive 
shows, notably the television “‘spec- 
taculars,” which are artistically 
mediocre, if not actually dull. Just 
as much sheer entertainment might 
well be provided by assembling 
Cactus Pryor or the Giesenslaw 
Brothers from Austin, “The Tune- 
schmidts” from Houston, “Dot 
Franey’s Ice Revue” from Dallas 
maybe even a Boston import-like 
“Bob and Ray” or Tom Lehrer, at 
a total cost of several 
rather than several million dollars. 

These acts come cheaper, not be- 


| because 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


| 


local | 


are not big names 
unknown to most national 
and television producers 


they 
They are 


sponsors 


and insofar as their own peculiar 
talents are concerned their being 
unknown is the best thing that 


ever happened to them. Whatever 
professional improvements they 
could stand cannot be bought with 
bigger budgets. Larger orchestras 
and prettier girls only make the 
small act look smaller. 

On a more concrete level there 
are many local radio and television 
programs which are low-cost but 
high-calibre. Take radio _ station 
KGAK, Gallup, New Mexico. This 
is a 250-watter, as small as a stand- 


|ard radio station can get. 


| Award for 


thousand | 
| tionship 
| iority 


KGAK has been in existence less 
than ten years. Two or three weeks 
ago its manager, Merle Tucker, a 
native Texan by the way, accepted 
for Dana Begay and the rest of 
the station staff the Peabody 
local public service 
The award was made for a radio 
series entitled “The Navajo Hour.” 

Produced on a sum hardly large 
enough to be called a budget, this 
daily program consists of an hour- 


|and-a-half of features intended for 
jan Indian 


audience. The contents 
would be meaningless to you or me 


because the program is delivered 
in the Navajo language, with no 


English spoken whatsoever. 

KGAK is a small station oper- 
ating on a small budget, appealing 
to a minority audience in a small 
town, doing a big job and making 
money 

The size of the program budget, 
the coverage of a national network, 
or even the vastness of the com- 
munications industries, with radio’s 
virtual saturation of its potential 
audience, may often account for an 
almost magical belief in the power 
of radio and television. But there 
is rarely shown to be a direct rela- 
between size and super- 
in broadcasting any more 


|cause they are not good acts, but! than there is in statehood. 
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That Nursery-- 


(Continued from Page 6) 
is unique in two respects as far as 
Austin in concerned. It is both co- 
operative and interracial. 





{ 

The school is owned and mani 
aged by the parents. A board com- | 
posed of officers and three mem- ' 
bers at large holds regular meet- | 
ings and transacts the school’s busi- 
ness with the consent of the other 
members. General meetings of the 
members, which may be attended 
by friends of the group, are called 
from time to time. A mother is 
present at school each day to assist 
the nursery’s two teachers and fill 
in in case of an emergency. 


There are no specifications for 
the school’s two teachers except 
that they be ‘educated in nursery 
school work. However, the school 
has had one white and one Negro 
teacher each year. “There is no 
rule saying we must have a Negro 
and a white teacher, but it is our 
philosophy,” Jefferson says. 


Why did the school become in- 


terracial? Jefferson says: “The 
parents were interested in inter- 
racial problems, and they were 
generally opposed to segregation. 


We wanted to counteract the racial] 


philosophy a child picks up in a 
segregated city. We think that as- 
sociation between white and Negro 
children will militate against 
racial hostility later. We also 
wanted to see something interracial 
done cooperatively, to show it is 
possible—between children and be- 
tween parents.” 

Jefferson says that the experi- 
ment has also demonstrated that 
Austin people are not averse to in- 
terracial relations. This contrasts 
sharply with the predictions 
many people who at the beginning 
expressed cordial interest but were 
sure that “they” wouldn't allow it. 
Churches and other organizations 
have donated money and time. Ar- 
ticles about the school have ap- 
peared in the Austin paper, and no 
complaints, except from occasional 
telephone crackpots, have resulted. 


of 


Jefferson thinks that one of the 
most important outcomes of the ex- 
periment is a byproduct: the un- 
derstanding that has arisen be- 
tween the parents from different 
races. 


“It’s something intangible,” he 
says. “We acquire a different atti- 
tude from working together. You 
lose al] sense of racial differences. 
That is something you can’t achieve 
from intellectual conviction.” 





CLASSIFIED ADS 


To submit a classified ad, write Drawer 
F, Capitol] Station, Austin. or call 70746. 


Help Wanted 








STRINGERS—The Texas Observer is 
building up a bank of reliable reporters 
all over Texas. Professional reporters of 
an enlightened turn of mind are urged 
to contact the Editor, The Texas Observer, 
Drawer F, Capitol Station, Austin. 





ADVERTISING REPRESENTATIVES— 


If you have some spare time and would 
like to help The Texas Observer grow, 
write the Business Manager for advertis- 
ing solicitation forms. Percentage of sales 
can be arranged. The Texas Observer, 
Drawer F, Capitol Station, Austin. 


LEGAL ADS 


NOTICE TO CREDITORS OF THOMAS 
BEEMAN CLARK, DECEASED 
Notice is hereby given that original Let- 
ters Testamentary upon the Estate of 
Thomas Beeman Clark, Deceased, were 
granted to me, the undersigned, on the 
14th day of March, 1955, by the County 
Court of Travis County, Texas. All per- 
sons having claims against the said estate 
are hereby required to present the same to 

me within the time prescribed by law. 
My residence and Post Office address is 
405 West 12th Street, Austin, County of 
Travis, State of Texas. 
(s) J. R. HUNNICUTT, Jr., 
Independent Executor of the Estate 
of Thomas Beeman Clark, Deceased 


THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS 
NOTICE TO CREDITORS OF THE 
ESTATE OF E. V. WHITE, SR., 
DECEASED 


Notice is hereby given that letters testa- 
mentary upon the estate of E. V. White, 
Sr., deceased, were granted to the under- 
signed E. V. White, Jr., on the 25th day 
of April, 1955 by the County Court of 
Travis County, Texas. 

All persons having claims against said 
estate are hereby required to present the 
same to the undersigned within the time 
prescribed by law at 1102 Perry-Brooks 
Building, Austin, Texas, or mail same to 

. V. White, Jr., 1102 Perry-Brooks 
Building, Austin, Texas. 

V. WHITE, JR. 

Independent Executor of the Estate of 

E V. White, Sr., Deceased 





CITATION BY PUBLICATION 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 

TO George R. Harris Defendant, in the 
hereinafter syled and numbered cause: 

You are hereby commanded to appear 
before the 126th District Court of Travis 
County, Texas, to be held at the court- 
house of said county in the City of Aus- 
tin, Travis County, Texas, at or before 
10 o’clock A. M. of the first Monday after 
the expiration of 42 days from the date 
of issuance hereof; that is to say, at or 
before, 10 o’clock A. M. of Monday the 
27th day of June, 1955, and answer the 
petition of plaintiff in Cause Number 
100,034, in which Goldie Harris is Plain- 
tiff and George R. Harris is defendant, 
filed in said Court on the &th day of De- 
cember, 1954, and the nature of which 
said suit is as follows: 

Being an action and prayer for judg- 
ment in favor of Plaintiff and against 
Defendant for decree of divorce dissolving 
the bonds of matrimony heretofore and 
now existing between said parties; Plain- 
tiff alleges abandonment by defendant of 
her for a period of more than three years, 
with the intention on the part of Defend- 
ant of making such abandonment perman- 
ent: Plaintiff further alleges that one 
child, a girl, was born to said union on 
October 20, 1946, and that plaintiff is a 
fit person to have the custody of said 
child; Plaintiff also alleges that no com- 
munity property has been accumulated by 
said parties: Plaintiff prays for custody 
of said minor child Beverly Claire Harris 
and relief, general and special ; 

All of which more fully appears from 


Plaintiff’s Original Petition on file in this 
office, and to which reference is here 
made ; 


If this citation is not served within 90 
days after date of its issuance, it shall be 
returned unserved. 

WITNESS, O. T. MARTIN, JR., Clerk 
of the District Courts of Travis County, 
Texas. 

Issued and given under my hand and 
the seal of said Court at office in the 
City of Austin, this the 13th day of May, 


1955. 
O. T. MARTIN, JR., 
of the District Courts, 


(s) 
Clerk 





Travis County, Texas. 


CITATION BY PUBLICATION 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 

TO Julia Godoy Defendant, in the here- 
inafter styled and numbered cause: 

You are hereby commanded to appear 
before the 126th District Court of Travis 
County, Texas, to be held at the court- 
house of said county in the City of Aus- 
tin, Travis County, Texas, at or before 
10 o’clock A.M. of the first Monday after 
the expiration of 42 days from the date of 
issuance hereof; that is to say, at or be- 
fore, 10 o'clock A. of Monday the 
27th day of June, 1955, and answer the 
petition of plaintiff in Cause Number 
101,389, in which Pat Godoy is Plaintiff 
and Julia Godoy is defendant, filed in said 
Court on the 9th day of May, 1955, and 


the nature of which said suit is as fol- 
lows : ° 
Being an action and prayer for judg- 
ment in favor of Plaintiff and against 
Defendant for decree of divorce dissolv- 
ing the bonds of matrimony heretofore 
and now existing between said parties; 
Plaintiff alleges cruel treatment on the 


part of defendant toward Plaintiff of such 
a nature as to render their further living 
together husband and wife altogether 
insupportable. Plaintiff alleges that no 
community property was accumulated. 
Plaintiff further alleges that one child 
was born as issue of this marriage, to- 
wit: Louie Godoy, a boy, 7 years of age 
and plaintiff asks that control and cus- 
tody of said child be given to defendant. 
Plaintiff prays for costs of suit and re- 
lief, general and special; 

All of which more fully appears from 
plaintiff’s original petition on file in this 
office, and to which reference is here 
made. 

If this citation is not served within 
days after date of its issuance, it shall be 
returned unserved. 

WITNESS, O. T. MARTIN, JR., Clerk 
of the District Courts of Travis County, 
Texas. 

Issued and given under my hand and 
the seal of said Court at office in the 
City of Austin, this the 9th day of May, 
1955. 


as 


G0 


O. T. MARTIN, JR., 
Clerk of the District Courts, 
Travis County, Texas. 

ELI GREER, Deputy 


By (s) 


NOTICE OF SALE 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS 

By virtue of an order of sale issued out 
of the 98th Judicial District Court of 
Travis County, Texas on a judgment 
rendered in said court on the 2Ist day of 
May, 1954, in favor of Jiles W. Jackson 
and O. F. Jackson, Plaintiffs, against 
Hattie Lee Hodge and Mutual Savings 
Institution, Defendants in Cause No. 89,- 
166, styled Jiles W. Jackson, et al, vs. 
Lewis C. Holder, et al, on the docket of 
said court, and said order of sale to me 
directed and delivered as Sheriff of said 
County ; 

I, T. O. Lang, Sheriff of Travis County, 
Texas, did on the 9th day of May, 1955, at 


10:40 o’clock A. M., did seize and levy 
upon the following described lands, to- 
wit: 


Being the center 49 feet running per- 
pendicular to the length and across Lots 
1 and 2 in Block 13 of the R. H. John 
Addition, Outlot 46, Division “B” of the 
City of Austin, Travis County, Texas, the 
map or plat of said R. H. John Addition 
being of record in Book 3, page 14 of the 
Map or Plat Records of Travis County, 
Texas, said center 49 feet being all of 
said Lots 1 and 2 less the north 50 feet 
thereof heretofore conveyed by Lewis C. 
Holder to J. M. Odom and wife, by deed 
dated August 7, 1947, recorded in Vol. 


871, pace 25 of the Deed Records of 
Travis County, Texas, and less the south 
50 feet of said Lots 1 and 2 heretofore 


conveyed by the said Lewis C. Holder to 


T. J. Jones and wife, by deed dated the 
Ist day of June, 1948, recorded in Vol. 
909, page 350 of the Deed Records of 


Travis County, Texas: 

And on the 7th day of June, 1955 being 
the first Tuesday of said month, between 
the hours of 10 o’clock A.M. and 4 o’clock 
P.M., on said day at the courthouse door 
of said county, I will offer for sale and 
sell at public auction, to the highest bid- 
der, for cash, all of the right, title and 
interest of the said Hattie Lee Hodge and 
Mutual Savings Institution in and to said 
lands. 

Said sale is to be made by me to satisfy 
the amount found to be due and owing on 
the claim more fully described in the 
judgment rendered in the above styled and 
numbered cause, together with interest, 
penalties and costs of suit, and the pro- 
ceeds of said sale to be applied to the 
satisfaction thereof, and the remainder, if 


any, to be paid over to said defendants. 
Dated at Austin, Texas, this the %th 
day of May, 1955. 
T. O. LANG, 


Sheriff of Travis County, Texas 
By (s) HENRY KLUGE, Deputy 


TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 
Notice is hereby given that I, George J. 
Stinnett, Sr., doing business under the 


firm name of Joint-Seal Engineering 
Company, intend to incorporate such firm 
without a change of the firm name after 
the expiration of 30 days from this date, 
the 22nd day of April, 1955. 
JOINT-SEAL ENGINEERING COMPANY 
By: George J. Stinnett, Sr., Owner 


CITATION BY PUBLICATION 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 


TO Andrew Lee Johns Defendant, in the 
hereinafter styled and numbered cause: 

You are hereby commanded to appear 
before the 126th District Court of Travis 
County, Texas, to be held at the court- 
house of said county in the City of Austin, 
Travis County, Texas, at or before 10 
o'clock A. M. of the first Monday after 
the expiration of 42 days from the date of 
issuance hereof; that is to say, at or be- 
fore, 10 o’clock A. M. of Monday the 6th 
day of June, 1955, and answer the petition 
of plaintiff in Cause Number 99,880, in 
which Frances Johns is Plaintiff and An- 
drew Lee Johns is defendant, filed in said 
Court on the 15th day of November, 1954, 


and the nature of which said suit is as 
follows: 
Being an action and prayer foe judg- 


ment in favor of plaintiff and against De- 
fendant for decree of divorce dissolving 
the bonds of matrimony heretofore and 
now existing between said parties; Plain- 
tiff alleges cruel treatment on the part of 
Defendant towards her of such a nature 
as to render their further living together 
as hushand and wife altogether insupport- 
able; Plaintiff further alleges that two 
children were born of said union, to-wit: 
Shirley Ann Johns, aged seven and Rose- 
mae Johns, age six and that plaintiff 
should be awarded their care, custody and 
control, and that defendant should be re- 
quired to contribute to the support and 
education of said children; Plaintiff fur- 
ther alleges that no community property 
is in issue; Plaintiff further prays for 
relief, general and special ; 

All of which more fully appears from 
Plaintiff's Original Petition on file in this 
office ; 

If this citation is not served within 90 
days after date of its issuance, it shall be 
returned unserved. 

WITNESS, O. T. MARTIN, JR., Clerk 
of the District Courts of Travis County, 
Texas. 

Issued and given under my hand and the 
seal of said Court at office in the City of 
Austin, this the 19th day of April, 1955. 

O. T. MARTIN, JR., 
Clerk of the District Courts, 
Travis County, Texas. 
By (s) GEO. W. BICKLER, Deputy 
NOTICE OF SALE 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS 

BY VIRTUE OF AN ORDER OF SALE 
dated and issued pursuant to a judgment 
decree of the 
of Travis County, Texas, by the Clerk of 
said Court on said date in a certain suit, 
No. &7,408, styled City of Austin vs. 
Martin Cruz, et al and to me di- 
rected and delivered as Sheriff of said 
County, I have on April 28, 1955, at 
8:40 o'clock A. M., seized, levied upon, 
and will, on the First Tuesday in June, 
1955, the same being the.7th day of said 
month, at the Courthouse door of said 
County, in the City of Austin between the 
hours of 10 o’clock A. M. and 4 o'clock 
P. M. on said day, proceed to sell for cash 
to the highest bidder all the right, title 
and interest of the defendants in such suit 
in and to the following described real 
estate levied upon as the property of said 
defendants, the same lying and being situ- 
ated in the County of Travis and the State 
of Texas, to-wit: All that certain lot, 
tract, or parcel of land lying and being 
situated in the County of Travis, State of 
Texas described as follows: Lots number 
seventeen (17) and eighteen (18) in 
Block number four (4) of the South 
Heights Addition to the City of Austin, 
Travis County, Texas, according to the 
map or plat of said addition recorded in 
Plat Book 1, page 112 of the Plat Records 
of Travis County, Texas; and being the 
same property conveyed by John Andre- 
wartha, and J. L. Andrewartha and wife, 
to Martin Cruz and Wife, Pompasade 
Cruz by deed dated December 8, 1909 and 
recorded in Volume 225, page 64, Deed 
Records of Travis County, Texas. 
or upon the written request of said de- 
fendants or their attorney, a _ sufficient 
portion thereof to satisfy said judgment, 
interest, penalties and costs; subject, how- 
ever, to the right of redemption, of the 
defendants or any person having an in- 
terest therein, to redeem the said prop- 
erty, or their interest therein, at any time 
within two years from the date of sale in 
in the manner provided by law, and sub- 
ject to any other and further rights to 
which the defendants or anyone interested 
therein may be entitled, under the provi- 
sions of law. Said sale to be made by me 
to satisfy the judgment rendered in the 
above styled and numbered cause, together 
with interest, penalties and costs of suit, 
and the proceeds of said sale to be applied 
to the satisfaction thereof, and the re- 
mainder, if any, to be applied as the law 


directs. 
Dated at Austin, Texas, this the 28th 
day of April, 1955. 
T. O. LANG, 
Sheriff, Travis County, Texas 


By (s) HENRY KLUGE, Deputy 


55-3 


NOTICE OF SALE 

THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS 

BY VIRTUE OF AN ORDER OF SALE 
dated and issued pursuant to a judgment 
decree of the 53rd Judicial District Court 
of Travis County, Texas, by the Clerk of 
said Court on said date in a certain suit, 
No. 99,772, styled The City of Austin vs. 
Mrs. R. S. Rosenberg, et al and to me di- 
rected and delivered as Sheriff of said 
County, I have on April 28, 1955, at 
8:40 o’clock A. M., seized, levied upon, 
and will, on the First Tuesday in June, 
1955, the same being the 7th day of said 
month, at the Courthouse door of said 
County, in the City of Austin between the 
hours of 10 o’clock A. M. and 4 o'clock 
P. M. on said day, proceed to sell for cash 
to the highest bidder all the right, title 
and interest of the defendants in such suit 
in and to the following described real 
estate levied upon as the property of said 
defendants, the same lying and being situ- 
ated in the County of Travis and the State 
of Texas, to-wit: All that certain lot, 
tract, or parcel of land lying and being 
situated in the City of Austin, Travis 
County, Texas, described as follows: Lot 
number thirteen (13) in Block ‘“‘R’”’ in the 
James FE. Bouldin Addition to the City 
of Austin according to the Plat of said 
addition recorded in Deed Book U, page 
78, Deed Records of Travis County, 
Texas; and being the same property con- 
veyed by W. R. Wimberly to M. S. Col- 
lins by deed dated June 24, 1911, and re- 
corded in Volume 246, page 101, Deed 
Records of Travis County, Texas. 
or upon the written request of said de- 
fendants or their attorney, a_ sufficient 
portion thereof to satisfy said judgment, 
interest, penalties and costs; subject, how- 
ever, to the right of redemption, of the 
defendants or any person having an in- 





terest therein, to redeem the said prop- 





| 


| 


48rd Judicial District Court | 
| defendants 


Page 7 May 16, 1955 
THE TEXAS OBSERVER 





erty, or their interest thereir any time 
within two years from the date of sale 
in the manner provided 
ject to any other and 
which the defendants or 
therein may be entitled, I i 
sions of law. Said sale to be r j y me 
to satisfy the judgment rence i the 
above styled and numbered gether 
with interest, penalties and 

and the proceeds of said sale 


further 


any é erested 


to the satisfaction thereof 
mainder, if any, to be apy 
directs. 
Dated at Austin, Tex: 
day of April, 195 
T. O: LANG 
Sheriff, Trav 
By (s) HENRY 
65-8 
NOTICE OF SALI 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 


COUNTY OF TRAVIS 

BY VIRTUE OF AN OF ALI 
dated and issued purs 
decree of the 58rd Judici: 
of Travis County, Texas, 
said Court on said date 
No. 99,813, styled Cit 
T. W. Walker, et 
rected and delivered 
County, I have on Apr 
&:40 o'clock A. M., 
and will, on the First T 
19.5, the same being the 
month, at the Courthouse 
County, in the City of Aus 
hours of 10 o'clock A. M 
P. M. on said day, proces 
to the highest bidder 
and interest of the defendant 
in and to the following 
estate levied upon as 
defendants, the same lying 
ated in the County of Tr: 
of Texas, to-wit: All 
tract, or parcel of land 
situated in the County 
Texas described as fo! 
half (4%) of Lot n 
Block one hundred 
City of Austin, Trav ( 
cording to the map or 17 
Austin, now on file i 
Office of the State of 
the same property nve 
Walker, et ux, Louisa We 
H. Thaxton by deed date 
1901, and recorded ir 
159, Deed Records of Tr 
or upon the writter 
fendants or their att 
portion thereof to 
interest, penalties and 
ever, to the right of 

or any q 

terest therein, to redeer 
erty, or their interest ther 
within two years fror 
in 1 


the 


¢ 
on 


the manner provided 
ject to any other and 
which the defendants or 
therein may be entitled 
sions of law. Said sale 
to satisfy the judgment 
above styled and numbers 
with interest, penalties 
and the proceeds of said 
to the satisfaction there 
mainder, if any, to be 
directs. 
Dated at 
day of April, 
T 


Austin, Tex 
1955. 
. O. LANG 
Sheriff, Travis 
(s) HENRY 


s 


By 
55-3 


NOTICE OF SALI 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS 
BY VIRTUE OF AN ORDI OF SALE 
dated and issued pursuant t idgment 
decree of the 53rd Judicial! Distri ( 
Texas, by t erk of 


































of Travis County, 

said Court on said date ir ertain suit, | 
No. 99,827, styled The City of Austi 
Janie Moore, et al r t me 
rected and delivered as Sheriff 

County, I have on Apr at | 
8:40 o’clock .A. M., seizex evied upon, | 
and will, on the First Tuesday in June, | 
1955, the same being the 7th da f said 
month, at the Courthouse d of said 
County, in the City of Austir een the | 
hours of 10 o’clock A. M. and 4 o’clock | 
P. M. on said day, proceed t ell for cash | 
to the highest bidder the g title 
and interest of the defen h suit 
in and to the following escribed eal | 
estate levied upon as the property of i 
defendants, the same lying and being 

ated in the County of Travis i the State 
of Texas, to-wit: All that certain lot, | 
tract, or parcel of land lying and being 
situated in the County of Travis, State of 
Texas described as follows: Lot 1 er 
three (3) in Block € ¢ in 
Lincoln Place, a _ subdivis f ( ts 
twenty three (23) and twenty three and 
one half (2314), in Divisior 4 f the 
City of Austin, Travis Cour Texas, ac 
cording to the map or plat of said addi- 
tion recorded in Plat |! age 1 
Plat Records of Travis 

and being the same propert eyed to 
Janey Moore by F. T. Conne Joe ¢ 
Kerby and Walter S. Ber A ey ir 
Fact and Trustee by deed te September 
23, 1915 and recorded in V age 
234, Deed Records of T ty 
Texas. 

or upon the written reques f said de- 
fendants or their att j fficient 
portion thereof to satis n 
interest, penalties and costs ect, how- 


ever, to the right of reder f the 


defendants or any persor 
terest therein, to leer 
erty, or their interest t 
within two years fron 

in the manner provided 
ject to any other and 
which the defendants 

therein may be entitled I “ovi- 
sions of law. Said sale t me 
to satisfy the 
above styled and numbere 
with interest, penaltie: 


and the proceeds of said rel ed 


red 


AG € i¢ 


to the satisfaction thers 
mainder, if any, to be 
directs. 
Dated at Austin, Te> 
day of April, 1955 
T. O. LAN‘ 
Sheriff, T 
By (s) HENRY 
55-3 
NOTICE OF SALI 
THE STATE OF TEXAS | 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS 


BY VIRTUE OF AN ¢ I F SALE 
dated and issued pur igment | 
decree of the 53rd J t Court | 


of Travis County, Te 


said Court on said dats | 
No. 99,877, styled City tin wa. | 
Clara Tatnell, et : | 
rected and delivered : said 
County, I have on Apr 

8:40 o’clock A. M., seizé 





and will, on the First Tuesd 
1955, the same being the 7tl 








month, at the Courthe 


| and interest of the defendants in such suit 
| estate levied upon as the property of said 


| ated in the County of Travis and tne State 
| of 





| Texas 


| Texas according to the map or plat of said 


| addition recorded in Plat Book 3, page 
145, of the Plat Records of Travis 
County, Texas; and being the same prop- 


| defendants 
| erty, or their interest therein, at any time 


| in the manner provided 


| sions of law. Said sale to be made by me 


| above styled and numbered cause, together 


| mainder, if any, to be applied as the law 


Dated at Austin, Texas, this the 28th 
day of April, 1955. 
} T. O. LANG, 


| THE STATE OF TEXAS 


~| dated and issued pursuant to a judgment 


| No. 
iJ. R 


| and 


| hours 
| P. M. on said day, proceed to sell for cash 
| to 


| estate levied upon as the property of said 





veyed 


} net Gesswein to R. W. Riley by deed dated 


. | ume 243, page 243, Deed Records of Travis 
| County, Texas. 
or upon the written request of said de- 
fendants or their attorney, a_ sufficient 
portion thereof to satisfy said judgment, 
interest, penalties and costs; subject, how- 
ever, to the right of redemption, of the 
defendants or any person having an in- 
terest therein, to redeem the said prop- 
erty, or their interest therein, at any time 
within two years from the date of sale in 
in the manner provided by law, and sub- 
ject to any other and further rights to 
which the defendants or anyone interested 
therein may be entitled, under the provi- 


| to 












































































































County, in the City of Austin between the 
hours of 10 o’clock M. and 4 o'clock 
P. M. on said day, proceed to sell for cash 
to the highest bidder all the right, title 
real 


in and to the following described 


defendants, the same lying and being situ- 


Texas, to-wit: All that certain lot, 
tract, or parcel of land lying and being 
situated in the County of Travis, State of 
Texas described as follows: Lot number 
two (2) in Block number eight (%) of Out- 
Division 


lot number thirty-one (31) in 
‘B” of the Henry Ulit Addition to the 
City of Austin, Travis County, Texas ac- 


cording to the map or plat of said addi- 
tion recorded in Plat Book 3, page 10%, 
Plat Records of Travis County, Texas; and 
being the same property conveyed to J. H. 


Tatnell, et ux, Clara Tatnell by Henry 
Ulit, et ux, Bertha Ulit by deed dated 
October 11, 1926 and recorded in Volume 
397, page 339, Deed Kecords of Travis 
County, Texas. 

or upon the written request of said de- 
fendants or their attorney, a_ sufficient 
portion thereof to satisfy said judgment, 


nterest, penalties and costs; subject, how- 







ever, to the right of redemption, of the 
defendants or any person having an in- 
t st therein, to redeem the said prop- 


, or their interest therein, at any time 
thin two years from the date of sale in 
in the manner provided by law, and sub- 
ject to any other and further rights to 
which the defendants or anyone interested 
therein may be entitled, under the provi- 
sions of law. Said sale to be made by me 
satisfy the judgment rendered in the 
above styled and numbered @ause, together 
with interest, penalties and costs of suit, 
and the proceeds of said sale to be applied 
to the satisfaction thereof, and the re- 
mainder, if any, to be applied as the law 
directs. 
Dated at Austin, 
day of April, 1955. 
O. 
Sheriff, 
(is) HENRY 


to 


Texas, this the 2#th 
LANG, 

Travis County, 
KLUGE, 


Texas 


By Deputy 





NOTICE OF SALE 

THE STATE OF TEXAS 

COUNTY OF TRAVIS 

BY VIRTUE OF AN ORDER OF SALE 
lated and issued pursuant to a judgment 
3rd Judicia]) District Court 
Texas, by the Clerk of 
aid Court on said date in a certain suit, 
927, styled City of Austin vs. Lillie 
e, femme sole, et al and to me di- 
and delivered as Sheriff of said 





of the 


jecree 
of Travis County, 








County, I have on April 28, 1955, at 
R34 o'clock A. M., seized, levied upon, 
nd will, on the First Tuesday in June, 
1955, the same being the 7th day of said 
month, at the Courthouse door of said 


County, in the City of Austin between the 
hours of 10 o’clock A. M. and 4 o’clock 
P. M. on said day, proceed to sell for cash 


the highest bidder all the right, title 
and interest of the defendants in such suit 
and to the following described real 
» levied upon as the property of said 
lefendants, the same lying and being situ- 
ated in the County of Travis and the State 
of Texas, to-wit: All that certain lot, 
ré or parcel of land lying and being 
ituated in the County of Travis, State of 
described as follows: Lot number 
forty-nine (49) in Glen Oaks, an addition 

Outlots Eleven (11) and Sixty-three 
in Division “B” of Outlots adjoin- 
the City of Austin, Travis County, 








ing 


erty conveyed to Lillie Ockletree by Hat- 
tie Watrous by deed dated October 6, 
1934 and recorded in Volume 511, page 70, 
Deed Records of Travis County, Texas. 
upon the written request of said de- 
fendants or their attorney, a_ sufficient 
portion thereof to satisfy said judgment, 
interest, penalties and costs; subject, how- 
ever, to the right of redemption, of the 
or any person having an in- 
to redeem the said prop- 


or 


terest therein, 


within two years from the date of sale in 
by law, and sub- 
ject to any other and further rights to 
which the defendants or anyona interested 
therein may be entitled, under the provi- 
to satisfy the judgment rendered in the 
with interest, penalties and costs of suit, 
and the proceeds of said sale to be applied 
to the satisfaction thereof, and the re- 


directs. 


Sheriff, Travis County, Texas 


By (s) HENRY KLUGE, Deputy 


NOTICE OF SALE 


COUNTY OF TRAVIS 
BY VIRTUE OF AN ORDER OF SALE 


decree of the 53rd Judicial District Court 
of Travis County, Texas, by the Clerk of 
said Court on said date in a certain suit, 
99,991, styled The City of Austin vs. 
Riley, et al and to me di- 
rected and delivered as Sheriff of said 
County, I have on April 28, 1955, at 
8:40 o'clock . M., seized, levied upon, 
will, on the First Tuesday in June, 
the same being the 7th day of said 
month, at the Courthouse door of said 
County, in the City of Austin between the 
of 10 o’clock A. M. and 4 o'clock 


1955, 


the highest bidder all the right, title 
and interest of the defendants in such suit 
in and to the following described real 


defendants, the same lying and being situ- 
ated in the County of Travis and the State 
of Texas, to-wit: All that certain lot, 
tract, or parcel of land lying and being 
situated in the County of Travis, State 
of Texas described as follows: Lots num- 
ber twenty-nine (29) and thirty (30) in 
Block number two (2) in Hyde Park An- 


nex in the City of Austin, Travis County, 
Texas according to the map or plat of 
said addition recorded in Plat Book 2, page 
30, Plat Records of Travis County, 


con- 
Jen- 


and being the same property 
by Gesswein and wife, 


2XAS ; 


December 17, 1910 and recorded in Vol- 


sions of law. Said sale to be made by me 
satisfy the judgment rendered in the 
above styled and numbered cause, together 
with interest, penalties and costs of suit, 


(Continued on Page 8) 





Bill Restricting Texas Unions Adopted 


failed 
have established the Taft-Hartley 


AUSTIN 
Texas law will soon pre- 
vent workers in _ intrastate 


commerce from joining labor 
unions unless they represent 
a majority of all the workers 
at their establishment, go on 


strike, and then win a union 
election at which they will 
not be permitted to vote if 
they have been fired “for 
cause.” 

These provisions, as set out in 
Senator Parkhouse’s S.B. 45, passed 
the House last week, 101-29 


Amendments which would 
election 
right 
representatives of one’s choos- 


procedure, included 
bargain collectively 


union 
the 


with 


to 


ing along with “the right to work,” After a suit is instituted, the trial 
ar permitted craft artisans to | judge can order an election by a 
strike if they represented a major-| disinterested master. All employees 
ity of their fellow craftsmen at an | at the start of the strike or picket- 
establishment, rather than a major- | ing can vote except employees who 
ity f the entire establishment yuit or were “discharged for | 

The Taft-Hartley election mech- | cause”; employees whose jobs have 
anis vas favored by the liberals| been discontinued due to “a bona 
ind opposed by the conservatives | fide reduction in force”; and “sup- 
It failed, 67-66 }ervisory employees.” 

As passed, tl ill pro s| The bill explicitly permits voting | 
st icketing to rge, co in the election by “permanent re- 
De ce rr coerce ecognition of | placements for 





SHIVERS IN SADDLE 





bargaining with 
a point few 
;}to notice—if the workers 
do not represent a majority 
employees at the establishment. 


a union 


or 
| ion 


a 
leg 


employees on strike 





Taxes and Appropriations May Hit Snags 


AUSTIN 
Texas legislators feeling 
the 
54th regula: 
overtime 
Governor 
the saddle ar 
proposals for 
slim majority of lai 
peared to 
get-things-done tug came at 
week when th zi 
dropped from $25 t 
It I 
more weeks wi]! 
final adjournment. Th 
orders of State business—spendin 


tugs of many em 
session 
WOK 


Allan 


id pus! 


last 


th ‘ ¢ 
me first 


Oe respol 





still seems 


and taxation—may run into re- 
newed opposition before then 
Governor Shivers wants a two- 
cent per gallon gasoline tax in- 
crease, but the House has voted for 
only one cent. The Governor may | 
talk the Senate into the additional 
levy—needed, he says, for improve- 


ments in the State highway 


system 


—but it's believed the House wen't 

go along with it. There may be a 

compromise at one and a quarter 
nt. 

The Senate State Affairs Com- 
mittee looked over the MHouse- 
passed tax bill last week. and a 
subcommittee is rewriting it with 
29 new proposed taxes to choose 


rom. The bill now is about $10 mil- 
lion a year shy of what's needed to 
pay the State's bills. A conference 


EGAL ADVERTISEMENTS — 


(Continued from Page 7) 

nd the proceeds of said sale to be applied 
p the satisfaction thereof, and the _ re- 
inder, if any, to be applied as the law 
irects. 

Dated at Austin, Texas, 
y of April, 1955. 

T. O. LANG, 
Sheriff, Travis County, Texas 
(a) HENRY KLUGE, Deputy 





this the 28th 


By 
5-3 


NOTICE OF SALE 
HE STATE 
SOUNTY OF TRAVIS 
BY VIRTUE OF AN ORDER OF SALE 
ted and issued pursuant to a judgment 
ree of the 53rd Judicial District Court 
Travis County, Texas, by the Clerk of 
id Court on said date in a certain suit, 
©. 99,401, styled City of Austin vs. 
A. Gray, et ux and to me di- 
d and delivered as Sheriff of said 
County, I have on April 29, 1955, at 
350 o'clock A. M., seized, 
nd will, on the First Tuesday in June. 
955, the same being the 7th day of said 
fonth, at the Courthouse door of 
purity, in the City of Austin between the 
ours of 10 o'clock A. M. and 4 o'clock 
. M. on said day, proceed to sell for cash 
the highest bidder all the right, title 
ind interest of the defendants in such suit 
and to the following described real 
tate levied upom as the property of said 
efendants, the same lying and being situ- 
ted in the Cousty of Travis and the State 
pf Texas, to-wit: All that certain 
ract, or percel of land lying 
ping situate’ in the County of Travis, 
State of Teyas described as follows: Lot 
umber three (3) in Block number f 
4) of Sout’ Heights Addition in the City 
pf Austin, Travis County, Texas accord- 





1 C. 
OF TEXAS | 





levied upon, | 


said | 
| tract, 


ommittee of the House and Senate, 
w i ok at it this week 
Opposition is also shaping up 


nst the appropriations bil 





vverhauled last week by the Senate 
More than 60 House members 
have signed an agreement to fight 
the Senate version as it now stands 
The easons are various. Som 
se it because of cuts in appr 
priations for state hospitals Rep 
Bill Heatly of Paducah, who is be- 
hind the move, is mad because the 
appropriation for the State Com- 
ssion on Alcoholism was junked 
ntrary, he believes, to an agree- 


There was also criticism of a 
which would provide 
a state-sponsored forestry 
East Texas 
s moved to round up sup- 
his gasoline tax incr 
week by calling a secret 
with major lobbyists rep- 
resenting oil companies and truck- 
The group, about nine of the 
most powerful lobbyists in Texas, 
met with Shivers in the Governor's 
Mansion one afternoon last week 
Usually these conferences pro- 
duce results wken Shivers lays it 
on the line as to what he needs in 
the of taxes, but this time the 
big industry men were reportedly 
reluctant to go along with him 
The Legislature, in other major 
business during the week, com- 
pleted its insurance regulation and 
control program and drew a burst 
of praise from Lieutenant Governor 
Ben Ramsey. The last of the key in- 





yrovision 
funds for 
school in 
Shive 

for 


port -ase 


meeting 
eeting 


ers 


way 


g 
l 


surance bills, H. B. 39 regulating 
for the first time the sale of insur- 
jance stock. needs only House ap- 
|proval of a House-Senate confer- 
l« nce committee report before go- 
ing to the Governor's desk. The 
“Shoemake exemption” is expected 
to be dropped by the committe 

. | Under the provisions of this bill. 

~ | the State has plugged ae gap 
through which promoters in the 
last four years alone have sold an 


estimated $100 million in worthless 


insurance stocks to an unsuspecting 


firms out of business. 

It would require that 
either wholesale or retail, who ad- 
vertise goods at or below their cost 
must agree to sell them in unlim- 
ited quantities. The bill in its orig- 


from selling at less than a six per 
cent markup over wholesale cost. 

Three bills tightening narcotics 
laws were near final legislative pas- 
sage. All are backed by the Depart- 
ment of Public Safety's narcotics 
division, 


un- 
zislators seemed } 
involved 
of the 


public,” Ramsey said. 

The House earlier in the week 
sent to the Governor a _ Senate- 
passed bill to prohibit insurance 
companies from dipping into their 
capital to pay claims. 

The House also gave final ap- 
proval and sent to the Senate Rep 
James E. Cox's so-called “Unfair | 
Sales” bill, aimed at keeping alive 
competition among grocery stores 
while still preventing the big 
chains from running the _ smaller | 


grocers, | 


inal form would have barred stores | 


and employees hired in a bona fide 


j increase in force. 


Rep. Don Kennard, Fort Worth, 
| who led the floor fight against the 
bill, asked sponsor Wade Spilman 


of McAllen what was to prevent an 
j}employer from firing pro-union 
workers on strike before the union 
}election. Spilman’s reply concerned 


rose to the defense of Shivers, 
whose “good name has been ban- 
died about,” he said. “The schools, 
roads, old people, and Texas labor 
have benefited more under Allan 
Shivers than any Governor in the 
history of Texas,” Murphy said. 
“He stands head and shoulders as 
the greatest governor Texas ever 





|another matter. had.” 
Governor Shivers called for pas- Both Lee and Murphy were ap- 
|} sage of the law the night before it | plauded 
|passed. He said he believes “the After the bill passed, Jerry Hol- 
people gave me a mandate to try to|leman, executive secretary of the 
| get adequate laws enacted to pre-| Texas State Federation of Labor, 
vent such strikes ‘as in Port Ar-| said: 
'thur) from taking place in the fu- “It will take us $100,000 and two 
ture. These laws will not harm in| years to do it, but we will kill this 
any way the legitimate rights of | bill. It has been held by the courts 
the working people of Texas.” | many times that you cannot pro- 
Ralph Yarborough, Shivers’s 1954] hibit to a minority a right you re- 


opponent, denied that the 1954 cam- 
| paign was “a debate over labor 
laws.” He called for more investi- 
gation of official corruption. Rep 
Maury Maverick. San Antonio, said 
the Governor's comment was “pure 
demagoguery” and S.B. 45 “puni- 
tive class hatred gislation.’ 

On the House floor, repeated ref- 
erences to Port Arthur provoked 
Rep. Otis Lee, an oil refinery | ‘ 
worker of that city, to an impas- 
sioned oration at the close of the 
House debate 

Port Arthurans have been called 
“a bunch of lawless. godless, irre- 
sponsible people,” he said. “When a 
dying candidate for Governor in 
the last two weeks saw his case 
lost. he reached to the bottom of 
the raud barrel and maligned and 
| prostituted the city from which he 
came and where his mother still 
lives,” Lee said. Statements that 
Port Arthur was “paralyzed” by 
the strike are “a falsehood,” Lee 
said. (Shivers said the night be- 
fore. that the strike “paralyzed the 
}economy of Port Arthur.” 

Lee said Shivers did not men- 


tion in the campaign that Port Ar- 
thur has the “highest standard of 
|living of any Texas city” and, ac- 
|cording to FBI records, “the lowest 
| crime record of any city in the U. 
ls. bar none for size.’ 

Passage of this bill, Lee said, was 
“only another attempt to weaken 
|and sometimes I think to annihilate 
| organized labor” but is “only going 
to cause organized labor to grow 
| stronger, bigger, more efficient, and 
better citizens.” 

Rep. Charles 





Murphy, Houston, 


serve for the majorit, (the right to 
strike and picket).” 
| In the debate on the bill, 
|man said it was “eminently fair 
and just” to require workers to 
| represent a majority of the workers 
j at an establishment before they go 
}on strike 
Rep. Scott Sayers. Fort Worth, 
| conceded that this provision is “dis- 
riminatory against AFL craft un- 
'ions,” but he said that “no one has 
| yet come up with a suitable solu- 
| tion to it.” 
Maverick challenged Shivers 
|}aides who were on the floor at the 
ltime of the debate on the bill— 
secretary Jimmy Banks and 
aide John Osorio. (Jack Dil- 
Shivers aide, was in the 
reception room.) They left 


Spil- 


press 
legal 
| lard, 
) House 
| hastily 
One 
foot Sanders, 


a 


amendment by Rep. Bare- 
Dallas, requires an 
election to be held within 20 days 
of the institution of the suit. An- 
other by Rep. Joe Burkett, Kerr- 
ville, strikes out a provision per- 
mitting venue to be brought in any 
of a number of counties, providing 
instead that the district judge can 
assign the case to any judge in his 
jurisdiction at the request of either 
party. 

Many members supported pro- 
labor amendments who did not vote 
against the bill (technically, the 
committee substitute) on second 
reading. The 29 who voted against 
the bill were: 





Berlin, Brashear, Cole, Dewey, Dugas, 
Elliott, Glass, Hazlett, Hogue, Hosey, 
Hughes, Jackson, Horace; Jackson, Rob- 
}ert; Jones, Kennard, Kirkham, Koliba, 
| Lane, Lee, Lieck, McIlhany, McNeil, Mav- 
erick, Morgan, Schwartz, A.R.; Smith. 
Will; Spring, Wheeler, Yezak. 





NOTICE OF SALE 


THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS 

BY VIRTUE OF AN ORDER OF SALE 
dated and issued pursuant to a judgment 
decree of the 53rd Judicial District Court 
of Travis County, Texas, by the Clerk of 
said Court on said date in a certain suit, 
No. 99,409, etyled City of Austin vs. Paul 
La France, et ux and to me di- 
and delivered as Sheriff of said 
County, I April 29, 1955, at 
8:50 o'clock A. M., seized, levied upon, 
and will, on the First Tuesday in June, 
1955, the same being the 7th day of said 
month, at the Courthouse door of said 
County, in the City of Austin between the 
hours of 10 o’clock A. M. and 4 o'clock 
P. M. on said day, proceed to sell for cash 
to the highest bidder all the right, title 
and interest of the defendants in such suit 
in and to the following described real 
estate levied upon as the property of said 
defendants, the same lying and being situ- 
ated in the County of Travis and the State 
of Texas, to-wit: All that certain lot, 
or parcel of land lying and being 
situated in the County of Travis, State of 
Texas described as follows: Lot number 
one (1) in Block number twenty two (22) 
of the Glenwood Addition in the City of 
Austin, Travis County, Texas according to 


rected 


, the map or plat of said addition as re- 


lot, | 
and | 


ur | 


ng to the map or plat of said addition | 


orded in Volume 1, 
lat Records 


of the 
Texas ; 


page 112 
of Travis County, 


nd being the same property conveyed by | 


oger M. Powell to C. A. Gray and wife, 
lartha M. Gray by deed dated September 
7, 1928 and recorded in Volume 419, 


432, Deed Records of Travis County, | 


‘exas. 
br upon the written request of said de- 
endants or their attorney, a sufficient 
portion thereof to satisfy said judgment, 
nterest, penalties and costs: 
pr, to the right of redemption, of the 
endants or any person having an in- 
terest therein, to redeem the said prop- 
y, or their interest therein, at any time 
ithin two years from the date of sale in 
in the manner provided by law, and sub- 
to any other and further rights to 
hich the defendants or anyone interested 
in may be entitled, under the provi- 
jons of law. Said sale to be made by me 
» satisfy the judgment rendered in the 
bove styled and numbered cause, together 
ith interest, penalties and costs of suit, 
nd the proceeds of said sale to be applied 
the satisfaction thereof, and the re- 
inder, if any, to be applied as the law 
irects. 
Dated at Austin, Texas, 


y of April, 1955. 
T. O. LANG, 
Sheriff, Travis County, Texas 


this the 29th 


corded in Volume 2, page 154 of the Plat 
Records of Travis County, Texas; and be- 
ing the same property conveyed by Melvin 
D. Reynolds and wife, Bessie Reynolds to 
Paul C. LaFrance by deed dated July 30, 
1914 and recorded in Volume 277, page 18, 
Deed Records of Travis County, Texas 


or upon the written request of said de- 
fendants or their attorney, a sufficient 
portion thereof to satisfy said judgment, 
interest, penalties and costs; subject, how- 
ever, to the right of redemption, of the 
defendants or any person having an in- 
terest therein, to redeem the said prop- 
erty, or their interest therein, at any time 
within two years from the date of sale in 
in the manner provided by law, and sub- 
ject to any other and further rights to 
which the defendants or anyone interested 


| therein may be entitled, under the provi- 


subject, how- | 





(s) HENRY KLUGE, Deputy 


By 


sions of law. Said sale to be made by me 
to satisfy the judgment rendered in the 
above styled and numbered cause, together 
with interest, penalties and costs of suit, 
and the proceeds of said sale to be applied 


to the satisfaction thereof, and the re- 
mainder, if any, to be applied as the law 
directs 

Dated at Austin, Texas, this the 29th 


1955. 
T. O. LANG, 


day of April, 


Sheriff, Travis County, Texas 
By (‘s) HENRY KLUGE, Deputy 
55-3 
NOTICE OF SALE 


THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS 

BY VIRTUE OF AN ORDER OF SALE 
dated and issued pursuant to a judgment 
decree of the 53rd Judicial District Court 
of Travis County, Texas, by the Clerk of 


said Court on said date in a certain suit, 
No. 99,186, styled City of Austin vs. Mrs. 
Mary Fowler Wallace, et al and to me di- 
rected and delivered as Sheriff of said 
County, I have on April 29, 1955, at 
8:50 o'clock A. M., seized, levied upon, 
and will, on the First Tuesday in June, 
1955, the same being the 7th day of said 
month, at the Courthouse door of said 
County, in the City of Austin between the 
hours of 10 o’clock A. M. and 4 o'clock 
P. M. on said day, proceed to sell for cash 
to the highest bidder all the right, title 
and interest of the defendants in such suit 
in and to the following described real 
estate levied upon as the property of said 
defendants, the same lying and being situ- 
ated in the County of Travis and the State 
of Texas, to-wit: All that certain lot, 
or parcel of land situate, lying and being 
in the City of Austin, Travis County, 
Texas, described as follows: Lot number 
fourteen (14) in Block “N” of the James 
E. Bouldin Addition, in Austin, Texas ac- 
cording to the map or plat of said subdi- 
vision as recorded in Plat Book 1, page 71 


of the Plat Records of Travis County, 
Texas; and being the same property con- 
veyed by P. E. Mason and Mrs. Pearl 
Mason to Mrs. Mary Fowler Wallace by 
deed dated May 30, 1919 and recorded in 
Volume 240, page 343, Deed Records of 
Travis County, Texas. 


or upon the written request of said de- 
fendants or their attorney, a _ sufficient 
portion thereof to satisfy said judgment, 
interest, penalties and costs; subject, how- 
ever, to the right of redemption, of the 
defendants or any person having an in- 
terest therein, to redeem the said prop- 
erty, or their interest therein, at any time 
within two years from the date of sale in 
in the manner provided by law, and sub- 
ject to any other and further rights to 
which the defendants or anyone interested 
therein may be entitled, under the provi- 
sions of law. Said sale to be made by me 
to satisfy the judgment rendered in the 
above styled and numbered cause, together 
with interest, penalties and costs of suit, 
and the proceeds of said sale to be applied 
to the satisfaction thereof, and the re- 


mainder, if any, to be applied as the law 
directs. 
Dated at Austin, Texas, this the 29th 


1955. 

T. O. LANG, 
Sheriff, Travis County, 
(s) HENRY KLUGE, 


day of April, 


Texas 
By Deputy 


NOTICE OF SALE 


THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS 

BY VIRTUE OF AN ORDER OF SALE 
dated and issued pursuant to a judgment 
decree of the 53rd Judicial District Court 
of Travis County, Texas, by the Clerk of 
said Court on said date in a certain suit, 
No. 99,210, styled City of Austin vs. 
O. S. Marshall, et al and to me di- 
rected and delivered as Sheriff of said 
County, I have on April 29, 1955, at 





8:50 o’clock A. M., seized, levied upon, 
and will, on the First Tuesday in June, 


1955, the same being the 7th day of said 
month, at the Courthouse door of said 
County, in the City of Austin between the 
hours of 1 o’clock A. M. and 4 o’clagk 
P. M. on said day, proceed to sell for cash 
to the highest bidder all the right, title 
and interest of the defendants in such suit 
in and to the following described real 
estate levied upon as the property of said 
defendants, the same lying and being situ- 
ated in the County of Travis and the State 
of Texas, to-wit: All those certain lots 
or parcels of land situate, lying and being 
in the City of Austin, Travis County, 
Texas described as follows: Lots seven- 
teen (17), eighteen (18), and nineteen 
(19) in Block “T” of the James E. Boul- 
din Addition to the City of Austin, Travis 
County, Texas according to the map or 
plat of said subdivision as recorded in 
Volume 1, page 71, Plat Records of Travis 
County, Texas: and being the same prop- 
erty conveyed by E. B. Marshall to O. S. 
Marshall by deed dated July 17, 1934 and 
recorded in Volume 522, page 553, Deed 
Records of Travis County, Texas. 

or upon the written request of said de- 
fendants or their attorney, a_ sufficient 
portion thereof to satisfy said judgment, 
interest, penalties and costs; subject, how- 
ever, to the right of redemption, of the 
defendants or any person having an in- 
terest therein, to redeem the said prop- 
erty, or their interest therein, at any time 
within two years from the date of sale in 
in the manner provided by law, and sub- 
ject to any other and further rights to 
which the defendants or anyone interested 
therein may be entitled, under the provi- 
sions of law. Said sale to be made by me 
to satisfy the judgment rendered in the 
above styled and numbered cause, together 
with interest, penalties and costs of suit, 
and the proceeds of said sale to be applied 
to the satisfaction thereof, and the re- 
mainder, if any, to be applied as the law 
directs. 

Dated at Austin, 
day of April, 1955. 
T. O. LANG, 

Sheriff, Travis County, Texas 
(s) HENRY KLUGE, Deputy 


Texas, this the 29th 


By 
§5-3 


NOTICE OF SALE 

THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF TRAVIS 

BY VIRTUE OF AN ORDER OF SALE 
dated and issued pursuant to a judgment 
decree of the 53rd Judicial District Court 
of Travis County, Texas, by the Clerk of 
said Court on said date in a certain suit, 


No. 99,392, styled City of Austin vs. 
N. A. Dawson, Jr., et al and to me di- 


rected and delivered as Sheriff of said 


County, I have on April 29, 1955, at 
8:50 o’clock A. M., seized, levied upon, 
and will, on the First Tuesday in June, 


1955, the same being the 7th day of said 
month, at the Courthouse door of said 
County, in the City of Austin between the 
hours of 10 o’clock A. M. and 4 o’clock 
P. M. on said day, proceed to sell for cash 
to the highest bidder all the right, title 
and interest of the defendants in such suit 
in and to the following described real 





estate levied upon as the property of said 
defendants, the same lying and being situ- 
ated in the County of Travis and the State 
of Texas, to-wit: 

Tract No. 1 All that certain lot, tract, 
or parcel of land lying and being situated 
in the County of Travis, State of Texas 
described as follows: Let number six (6) 
in Block number nine (9) of South 
Heights, an addition to the City of Aus- 
tin, Travis County, Texas according to 
the map or plat of said addition recorded 
in Plat Book 1, page 112 of the Mas 
ing the same property conveyed by N 
Dawson to A. Dawson, Jr. by deed 
Records of Travis County, Texas; and be- 
dated April 3, 1926 and recorded in Vol- 
ume 387, page 219, Deed Records of Travis 
County, Texas. 

Tract No. 2 All that certain lot, tract, 
or parcel of land lying and being situated 
in the County of Travis, State of Texas 
described as follows: Lot number seven 
(7) in Block number nine (9) of South 
Heights, an addition to the City of Aus- 
tin, Travis County, Texas according to the 
map or plat of said addition recorded in 
Plat Book 1, page 112 of the Plat Rec- 
,ords of Travis County, Texas; and being 


the same property conveyed by a 
Dawson to . A. Dawson, Jr. by deed 
dated April 3, 1926 and recorded in Vol- 


ume 387, page 219, Deed Records of Travis 
County, Texas. 

Tract No. 3 All that certain lot, tract, 
or parcel of land lying and being situ- 
ated in the County of Travis, State of 
Texas described as follows: Lot number 
three (3) in Block “N” of the James E. 
Bouldin addition to the City of Austin, 
Travis County, Texas according to the 
map or plat of said addition recorded in 
Plat Book 1, page 71, of the Plat Records 
of Travis. County, Texas; and being the 
same property conveyed by N. A. Dawson 


to N. A. Dawson, Jr., by deed dated 
April 29, 1926 and recorded in Volume 
225, page 540, Deed Records of Travis 


County, Texas. 
or upon the written request of said de- 
fendants or their attorney, a_ sufficient 
portion thereof to satisfy said judgment, 
interest, penalties and costs; subject, how- 
ever, to the right of redemption, of the 
defendants or any person having an in- 
terest therein, to redeem the said prop- 
erty, or their interest therein, at any time 
within two years from the date of sale in 
in the manner provided by law, and sub- 
ject to any other and further rights to 
which the defendants or anyone interested 
therein may be entitled, under the provi- 
sions of law. Said sale to be made by me 
to satisfy the judgment rendered in the 
above styled and numbered cause, together 
with interest, penalties and costs of suit, 
and the proceeds of said sale to be applied 
to the satisfaction thereof, and the re- 
mainder, if any, to be applied as the law 

directs. 
Dated at Austin, 
day of April, 1955. 
Oo 


Texas, this the 29th 
A . LANG, 
Sheriff, Travis County, Texas 


By (s) HENRY KLUGE, Deputy 
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